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are not” likely to long 
continue. By purchasing 
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able investment of your savings 
for years to come, and at the 
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assistance to your country and 
yourself. 
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Current Topics. 
The Hilary Cause Lists, 
Tue Court of Appeal list for the Hilary Sittings shews a 
considerable falling off from the number at the beginning 








of last sittings. Then the total was 165, including 23 
Chancery, 99 King’s Bench, and 15 Workmen’s Compensa 
tion Appeals. Now the total is 103, and the corresponding 


constituent numbers are 13 Chancery, 56 King’s Bench, and 
8 Workmen’s Compensation Appeals. Last Hilary Sittings the 
total was 153, and the corresponding constituent numbers 
17, 110, and 5. The present number seems to be the lowest 
for several years, though in 1917 the total fell at Hilary and 
Easter to 117. Chancery appeals have not been numerous 
lately, though they do not seem before to have fallen so low 
as 13. The bulk of the appeal work comes from the King’s 
Bench Division, but here the drop is very marked. It is not 
long since the Court of Appeal was overwhelmed with this 
class of business. The number was irom two to three hundred 
The present number of 56 seems, as in the Chancery Division, 
to create a record. 


The High Ccurt Lists 

In toe Chancery Division the number of cases are about 
the average—252, with 34 comparfy matters. At the begin- 
ning of last sittings the numbers were 250 and 40; a year 
ago they were 275 and 37; but they fell at Easter, 1917, to 
122 and 25. The maintenance of the number these sittings 
is doubtless due to arrears arising from Mr. Justice Eve's 
absence last sittings, when he was sitting in the Court of 
Appeal, and to other interruptions of business. The King’s 
fench list, with a total of 716 causes, is about the same as !ast 
sittings, when the number was 721. The present total is 
made up of 119 Divisional Court cases, 592 actions for trial, 
and 5 Bankruptcy matters. Last sittings the corresponding 
numbers were 183, 536, and 2 So that there has been a 
substantial drop in Divisional Court business and a corre 
sponding increase in actions for trial. This last item con- 
tinues the revival of King’s Bench business which commenced 
last sittings. At Wilevy; 1918. the total was only 334. with 
constituent figures of 98, 235, and 1 The Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty list remains larce with 826 cases—namely, 654 
Probate and Divorce and 172 Admiralty. But it has 
decreased since last sittings, when the total was 1,092, made 
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up of 935 Probate and Divorce and 157 Admiralty actions. 
Last Hilary the number was 707, made up of 579 Probate 
and Divorce and 128 Admiralty actions. The bulk of the 
work undefended divorce actions—536 now and 
732 last sittings. The total of all High Court causes is now 
| ,828 as compares with 2,103 last sittings and 1,353 a year ago 


consists o! 


The Valuation of Land Taken for Public 
Purposes 

ition of Land Committee, of which Mr. LEstie 
Chairman, was appointed by the Minister of 

onsider and report upon the defects in 

involved in the 

and to 


THE acqu 
S< OTT, K C 
Reconstruction To « 
the existing sy law and 
acquisition and valuation of land for public purposes ; 
recommend any changes that may te desirable in the public 
interest Their first Report, which was issued a year ago, 
dealt with the extension of the principle of the compulsory 
acquisition of land and the simplification of the procedure for 
obtaining compulsory powers (see 62 Soxiicitors’ JOURNAL 
pp. 419, 436) The question of valuation was left for a subse- 
quent report, and this has now been issued. We must post- 
pone for the present any detailed examination olgthe pro- 
posals made by the Committee, but after a short reference to 
the Land Clauses Acts they express the opinion that these 
are out of date and should be repealed and replaced by a 
fresh code Practically the only Act in question is that of 
1845, and practitioners who have grown familiar during a 
lifetime with the procedure which that Act established will 
be inclined to wonder at the radi¢al nature of this proposal 
Still, there is no doubt that the procedure is expensive, and in 
circu tous And it is also based 
semewhat iniquitous to expropriate 
for the public benefit, and that he 
This system the Com 


tem of practice 


some cases at any rate 
upon the idea that it is 
the proprietor, although 
should receive a compensating bonus 
mittee consider should be put an end to, and the standard of 
value to be paid to the owner should, in their opinion, be the 
market value as between a willing buyer and a willing seller 
There should also be fair compeusation for consequential 
damage, but no allowance beyond the market value in con 
sideration of compulsory sale 


Special Adaptability arid Betterment. 

A series of cases under the Lands Clauses Act have estab 
lished that special adaptability may be taken into account in 
fixing the value of land taken. Thus, if land is from its 
elevation specially suitable for a reservoir, and 


situation o 
a public body requires it for that purpose, it has to be paid 
for on the footing of this special value, although the owner 
would himself have had no opportunity of using it or pro- 
a purpose As to this the Committes 
recommend that the owner should not be entitled to any 
increased value for his land which can only arise, or could 
only have arisen, by reason of the suitability of the land for 
a purpose to which it could only be applied under statutory 
Then, there is the case where no market 
the its existing condition—a chapel, 
for instance—-and then it is proposed that compensation 
should be paid on the principle of reinstatement, where 
reinstatement is bona fide intended. One great difficulty in 
the way of promoters has been their liability under section 92 
to take the whole property where only part is required Tn 
numerous special Acts this liability is negatived, and the 
Committee propose to enable promoters generally to take 
part only of a property, making suitable compensation for 
severance ; or they may acquire an easement only, if that will 
be sufficient for their purpose. As to assessment of. the 
compensation, the Committee recommend that assessment by a 
jury should be abolished, and that the tribunal should con- 
sist of one or more arbitrators of an expert character. When 
the parties do not agree, the arbitrator would be appointed 
from a panel. The principle of betterment should be applied 
to all interests in land having a market value, subject in 
normal cases to 50 per cent. being the amount taken from 
the owner. Compensation for injuricus affection is also dealt 


curing its use for such 


powers again, 


exists for property in 





with, but it is hardly practicable to attempt to summarize 
the recommendations on this head. If the Report results in 
legislation a very important branch of recently made law 
will be profoundly modified. 


| Gifts of Chattels. 


One oF the most famous decisions of the Court of Appeal 
at a time, now nearly thirty years ago, when one branch 
congisted of Lord Esner, M.R., and Fry and Bowen, L.JJ., 
was Cochrane v. Moore (25 Q. B. D.), in which it was held 
that a verbal gift of a chattel could not be made without 
delivery. Lord Justice Fry, in his judgment, made use of 
Professor MaITLaND’s discovery of the importance of seisin 
in the old English law as applying to chattels as well as to 
land, and by a minute examination of the old authorities 
shewed that ‘livery of seisin—that is, the handing over ol 
possession—was as fundamental in English law in the 
case of chattels as of land. A relaxation was allowed where 
the gift was made by deed, but, short of this formality, delivery 
was essential to the validity of.the gift. In Cain v. Moon 
(1896, 2 Q. B. 283) the question arose whether the delivery 
must be contemporaneous with the gift, or if it was sufficient 
for the chattel to have been previously placed by the donor 
in the possession of the donee; and it was held by the Divi- 
sional Court (Lord Russet, L.C.J., and Wiiis, J.) that 
antecedent delivery was sufficient. That was a case. of a 
donation mortis causa, but the delivery in such a case is the 
same in its nature as in any other case of gift; and P. 0. 
Lawrence, J., has given a similar decision in Re Stoneham 
(reported elsewhere). 


Married Women and Poor Rekef. 

A series of cases on relief by guardians to a married 
woman under section 33 of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 
1868, deserves attention. The latest is Richards v. Colman 
(reported on another page). The prior case was also recent 
Birmingham Union v. Timmins (1918, 2 K. B. 189), decided 
last April. We have then to go back as far as 1870. The case 
we report is the logical climax of the two preceding cases 
It lays down that it is always a question of evidence whether 
the wife is, in fact, in need of relief. If there is evidence 
that the wife does not need relief, the justices may refu-2 to 
make the order for the husband to recoup the guardians. 
In the earliest case it was held that the order coulc be 
made against the husband, although he had offered the wife 
a home and maintenance, because it would be dangerous to 
the wife to return to her husband owing to his character 
for violence. Here it is the husband’s fault which produces 
thé need. In the second case it was held that the order 
could be made against the husband, although there was 
already a maintenance order against him, as he was no longer 
obeying it. Again it is the husbgnd’s fault leading to the wife's 
‘need’’ or ‘‘ requiring’’ maintenance. Finally, there ‘s 
Richards vy. Colman, where the wife, being offered a home and 
maintenance, under unexceptionable circumstances, refuses 
them through caprice. Here it is the wife’s fault ; she refuses 
maintenance. She cannot be said to ‘‘ need ’’ what she refuses, 
and therefore the order cannot be made against the husband. 
The fact of the guardians granting relief does not shew that 
she needs the relief. As Mr. Justice Daruinea said, if the 
guardians choose to give relief in such circumstances it is 4 


| matter for them to settle with the ratepayers. 


The Duties of Accountants. 
A case which we report elsewhere, Fox d- Son v. Morrish, 


Grant & Co., has excited much interest amongst accountants 


It raised a question which has caused diversity of opinion im 
that profession as to the duty of accountants who are engaged 
to prepare balance-sheets of firms or individual traders. The 
particular point was whether the accountant may take the 
figures as he finds them in the books as to ‘‘ cash at the 
bank”’ or ‘‘ cash in hand ’’ without verifying them, and 
especially, as regards ‘‘ cash at the bank,’’ without examina 


tion ef the pass-book, or obtaining a certificate from the 
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originated the system of appointing, as official 


Jan. 11, 1919 











bank manager or some other bank official; or, if he does not 
take either course, without informing the trader that he 
has not done so. The duty of an accountant in preparing 
“balance-sheets and that of an auditor in auditing account: are 
admittedly different. The duty of the latter is essentially 
verification, or even remonstrance and control as to the 
methods of bookkeeping, and it would undoubtedly be neglect 
of duty for an auditor not to check the balances, as shewn in 
the business cash-book, with the banker’s pass-book. The 
accountants in the case of Fux d& Son v. Morrish, Grant 
Co. contended that this was no part of their duty, on the 
specific ground that they were not employed as auditors. 
According to the evidence of many eminent accountants, the 
ordinary practice of accountants in preparing balance-sheets, 
when stating the cash at the bank, is either to examine the 
pass-book or to get a certificate from the bank as to the 
balance, or to inform the trader if they have not done so 
The result of the case is that the omission t6 take one or 
other of these steps amounts to negligence for which damages 
may be recovered if loss is incurred through the fraud, for 
example, of a clerk, which would have been discovered if the 
pass-book had been examined. No doubt the verification of 
the actual bank balance at any particular momen‘ is 
troublesome, owing to the stream of coming-in and passing 
out cheques. The peculiar circumstances of the original 
agreement to prepare balance-sheets, in the present case, 
seem to explain the non-performance of a duty which 
accountants usually recognize. 


The Civil Industries Committee. 

One or the most interesting of the recent changes due to 
the relaxation of Government control is the disbanding of the 
Civil Industries Committee. From the official announcement 
that this step has been taken we learn that the Committee 
was appointed by Dr. Appison, then Minister of Munitions, 
in February, 1917, under the name of the Priority Advisory 
Committee. Its duties were to investigate the claims of 
industries threatened with hardship or extinction owing to 
the shortage of raw materials, and to make arrangements 


tained at their former level. The Committee comprised some 
Departmental officials, but was composed mainly of business 
men of such standing as to give to the traders of the country 
a feeling of confidence that their interests would be safe 
emi The Chairman was Mr. Joun Wormacp, of 
ATHER & Pratt, Limitrep, engineers, Manchester. The 
Committee was housed at the headquarters of the Priority | 
Department of the Ministry of Munitions until December 
1917, when it was constituted a Sub-Committee of the War 
Priority Committee and transferred to 11, Pall-mall. 


The Rationing of Manufacturers’ Supplies. 

Tue Committee from the beginning undertook the ration 
ing of manufacturers already grouped together in trade asso- 
tiations or capable of being so grouped. It worked on the prin- 
aple of winning the co-operation of the traders themselves, 
and no decisions were made without consultation with repre 


a comprehensive view of the effect of war-time restrictions : and, 
of course, they are incompatible with the carrying-on of busi- 
ness in normal times; but in some directions they have been 
obviously useful and ‘beneficial, and the Civil Industries Com- 
mittee appears to be a good example of this 


_—_— 


The Lord Chancellor and a 


Minister of Justice. 


THE machinery of Government Committee was appointed as a 
Sub-Committee of the Reconstruction Committee in July, 1917, 
and the members were confirmed in their appointment on the 
establishment of the Ministry of Reconstruction, The terms of 
the * 72 inquire into the responsibilities of 
the various Departments of the central executive Government, 
and to advise in what manner the exercise and distribution by 

The 
Lord Haupane (Chairman), 
Rosert L. Morant, Sir Groror 
H. Murray, Colonel Sir Atan Sykes, Mr. J. H. Tuomas, 
and Mrs. Sipney Wess, Mr. Micnaet HESELTINE 4s 
secretary In their Report, which has just been issued, the 
Committee have endeavoured to define, in the first plac e, the 
hould govern the distribution 
the responsibilities in question, and, in the second place, to 
illustrate the application of these principles in sufficient out 
Part I. of the Report deals with the results of their 
under the first Part Il 
the As regards the latter, they 
explain that they have not attempted to deal exhaustively 
with all the Departments of State, or to do more than give 
illustrations, in such detail as seemed practicable, of the 
manner in which the general principles laid down in Part I. 
might be applied; the reason being that, in present circum- 
stances, there must ; uncertainty 
the extent to which the sphere of action of the central Govern 
ment may be enlarged or restricted after the war, and as 
to the number and functions of the Departments which will be 


reference were 


the Government of its functions should be improved 
members of the Committee were 
Mr. E. 8S. Monraev, Sir 


with 


general principles which of 


line 


inquiries of these heads, and with 


the results under second 


necessarily be great as to 


required 

As to Part I, it is Sufficient to say that it distributes Govern- 
ment business under the following heads (1) Finance; (2) 
and (3) National Defence and External Affairs; (4) Research 
and Information; (5) Production (including Agriculture, 
Forestry, and Fisheries), Transport and Commerce ; (6) Em 
ployment; (7) Supplies; (8) Education; (9) Health 
(10) Justice But it is pointed out that it does not 
sarily follow that there would be only one Minister for each 
of these branches. Some of them would undoubtedly require 
more than and further, that a efficient public 
service may expose the State to the evils of bureaucracy 
unless the reality of Parliamentary cantrol is so enforced as to 
keep pace with any improvement in departmental methods 

The recommendations of the Committee with regard to the 
organization of the Administration of Justice contained 
in Chapter X. of Part II. of the Report, and they shew the 
influence of recent suggestions for relieving the Lord Chan 


and 


nece 


one: more 










are 





sentatives of the industries concerned The Committee | 
rationing | 
authorities, independent persons of high standing, chiefly firms 
of chartered accountants, and this is said to have worked to the 
general satisfaction of the traders rationed. To assure that 
the supplies of raw materials should be forthcoming the Com- 
mittee worked in closest touch with various Government 
departments ; a close liaison has also been maintained with the 








cellor of a part of his present impossible burden of work 


and the establishment of a Ministry of Justice; in particular 
those contained in the address on the question delivered by 
Mr. Samvert Garrett at the meeting of the Law Society a 
year ago, though we rather gather that the Report leave 
more to the Lord Chancellor and transfers less to the Minister 
of Justice than Mr. Garrett proposed. ‘‘ As regards the 


general question,’’ say the Committee, ‘“‘we think that a 





War Trade Department for the purpose of co-relating manu- 
facture to export. It is claimed for the Committee that, by | 
general admission, it has furnished a striking example of what 
tan be effected in administration by appointing a man of 
experience and of proved business ability, and by allowing him 
to select his own colleagues ; and, owing to the way in which 
the work has been done, manufacturers have acquiesced in the 





strong case is made out for the appointment of a Minister of 
Justice ’’: and among the reasons are these 

We are impressed with the tot 1 inadequacy of ranization 
which controls the general administration of the verv large staffs, 
with the voluminous business, required to give effect to the decrees 
of the Courts of Justice throughont the country One of the chief 
reasons for this inadequacy is the magnituds and variety of the duties 
with which the Lord Chancellor really 


the or 


is charged, without being 





severe cutting down of their supplies. It ie difficult to obtain 
j 





illowed either the time or the machinery req aisite for their perform 
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ance. It is one thing to hold the position of chief legal adviser to the 
Government and quite another to possess the powers which a Minister 


of Justu 

This statement is supported by an examination of the duties 
whica at present are cast on the Lord Cnanceilor, and m 
respect Ol wich the.vo.ume of the work has expanded with 
the growtn of nation and of its business. ‘Lhe Lord 
Chaucelior is Speaker of the House of Lords, and hence 
has to attend on the Woolsack when the House is engaged in 
its ordinary sittings as a legislative body. He is a mem ber 
ot the Government, and in normal times the 
Cabinet. Membership of the Cabinet involves attendance at 
Cabinet meetings, and membership of the Government in- 
volves special responsibility for all Bills touching legal prac- 
tiee and procedure, and aiso in respect Of points of law or 
interpretauon arising on other Bills. He is President of the 
House of Lords sitting as the Supreme Court of Appeal for 
Great Britain and Ireiand, and his participation in judicial 
business involves a heavy tax on his time, and this is work 
which is almost entirely of a personal nature. He also sits, 
when practicable, as President of the Judicial Committee, 
and whether he sits or not, is responsible for the constitution 
of that Court and the lue conduct of its proceedings. 
Nominally, he is head of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court and President of the Supreme Court; but though in 
the former capacity he is responsible for certain matters ci 
administration—such as the transfer of Judges and causes— 
this does not impose any material amount of work. But his 
functions as President of the Supreme Court are, the Com- 
mittee say, ‘‘ exceedingly onerous, difficult and responsible, 
and all the more so because some of them are undefined anu 
indefinable It is upon the recommendations of the Lord 
Chancellor that all the Judges of the Supreme Court— 
though technically not those of the Court of Appeal—are 
appointed by the King, a patronage the exercise of which is 
one of great anxiety, and which requires that the Lord 
Chancellor should be in constant touch with the Bar.’ In 
addition, he is largely responsible for the appointments to 
Masterships and clerkships in the Courts andor the internal 
organization of the High Court, and ‘the amount of work 
involved, though it would not be considered great in a large 
and highly organized office, is overwhelming under the present 
constitution of the Lord Chancellor’s Department.”’ 

But though enough has been enumerated to fill 
man’s working day, we are. still only at the beginning »f 
the duties which the Lord Chancellor is expected to undertake 
He is Chairman of the Rule Committee of the Supreme 
Court, and is in that capacity responsible for keeping the 
contents of the Practice Books up to date. He also has to 


cs] ought to have, 


tne 


a member of 


a busy 


approve other rules 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts—and during the war a vast 
number of Emergency and other special rules have beea sub- 
Perhaps this has been balanced by his 
non-inclusion in the War Cabinet He is responsible, io, for 
the county court system of the country. He »ppoite all 
the judges, and the appointments of registrars, though made 
by the judges, are subject to his approval. Matters of 
finance, however, are under the Treasury, and there is thus 
a divided authority over the administration of the courts 
_which, in the view of the Committee, requires reconsidera- 
tion. The supervision of the Land Registry, of the Public 
Trustee’s office, and of lunatics, again, impose on the Lord 
Chancellor or officers a certain amount of work, and 
matters of legislation in this connection are specially within 
his province; and as to lunatics his officers have a perennial 
supply of work :— 


ject to his jurisdiction. 


his 


* As every lunatic has a right to write to the Lord Chancellor, and 


very manv lunatics exercise th‘s night some of them many times a 
day—the complaints of lunatics are constantly brought before the Lord 
Chancellor, ard the time of his ofcials is very largely occupied in 
reading these letters. with a view to it sfvine themselves that they 


do not in isolated instances suggest that the writer may be submitting 


a justifiable complaint.” 
> 


And there is no chance of dividing the labours of the office 





by making use of the lunatics who think they are the Lord 
Chancellor. 

The appointment of Justices of the Peace is a further 
branch of work the strain of which has been found intoler- 
able. If we remember rightly, it was Lord HerscHELt who 
took the matter in hand and tried to remedy the political 
inequality of the appointments which were then usually made 
on the recommendation of the Lords-Lieutenants. Advisory 
Committees have now been established, but ‘‘ in dealing with 
these recommendations great labour and some tact are 
required, and the Lord Chancellor is often very fully occupied 
by questions of this nature, which, as in the case of most 
personal questions, absorb a disproportionate amount of the 
time of himself and his officials.’’ The appointments to twelve 
canonries and 659 benefices, in addition to other appoint- 
ments which lapse to the Crown and are made by the Lord 
Chancellor, further increase the work of his Department, 
though they have no connection with the administration of 
justice. Of course, the above work involves a vast amount 
of detail which cannot be attended to by the Lord Chancellor 
personally. He has to assist him a very small staff under 
the control of his Permanent Secretary, who is its principal 
officer, the other chief officers being the Secretary of Com- 
missions, who has the charge of the appointment of justices, 
and the Secretary of Presentations, who has charge of the 
appointments to benefices. The Permanent Secretary is also 
Clerk of the Crown, but the two offices are united only 
because the Lord Chancellor, who appoints to the first, and 
the Prime Minister, who advises the King as to appointment 
ww the second, arrange as a matter of convenience to appoint 
the same person. 

After the statement of the duties of the Lord Chancellor 
which we have thus summarized, the Committee say :— 


‘The functions of the Lord Chancellor and his Department seem 


clearly to admit of a redistribution which should have as its objects 

the relief of the Lord Chancellor from responsibilities which are at 

present too heavy to leave it possible for him to discharge them 
effectively ; aitd the further concentration in one Department of some 
of the administrative functions connected with the operation of thé 

Courts, and in the hands of one Minister of some of the patronage now 

widely dispersed, and sometimes entrusted to high officers of State 
not responsible to Parliament.’’ 

The recommendations of the CommitteStannot be adequately 
dealt with by way of summary, and we commence to print them 
on angther page. In effect they preserve the office of Lord 
Chancellor with wide duties as head of the Courts and as 
the principal legal and constitutional adviser of the Cabinet; 
though as regards the Courts, he should be freed from the 
duty of daily or even of frequent judicial sitting. Appoint- 


| ments of the Superior Judges, of County Court Judges, o! 


e.g., those under the County Courts and | 


| advisory 


Recorders, of Stipendiary Magistrates, and of Masters of the 
Supreme Court would lie with him, but with the help of an 
committee, including the Prime Minister, the 
Minister of Justice, the ex-Lord Chancellor, and the Lord 
Chief Justice. The establishment of such a committee is 
one of the chief innovations recommended, and while it 
would be useful as ensuring uniformity in the appointments 
and getting rid of the idea that each new Lord Chancellor 
makes his first appointments—at least to inferior offices— 
out of persons who happen to be favourably known to him, 
some criticism may be expected as to its constitution. It is 
too exclusively composed -of high officials, and would be too 
little representative of actual knowledge of practising counsel 
and solicitors, In addition to these duties in connection with 
the courts, the Lord Chancellor would remain Keeper of the 
Great Seal and the principal legal and constitutional adviser 
of the Cabinet, and he would have more opportunity than 


| now exists of making himself familiar with questions relating 


to proposed legislation. He should, of course, be relieved of 
ecclesiastical patronage, though the Committee seem only to 
contemplate an advisory committee for him. 

This leaves a great mass of work which the Committee 
consider should be placed in charge of a Minister of Justice, 
and they assign the Home Secretary as this Minister, reliev- 


ing him of certain other functions in no way concerned with 
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the administration of justice. For the details of the redistri- 
bution of work we may refer ‘o the text of the recommenda- 
tions. It wouid be too much to expect the Committee to have 
completely developed this side of the question; but the 
Minister of Justice would be charged generally with the 
administration of the services connected with justice, includ- 
ing the prerogative of mercy and the administration of 
prisons ; and not least noteworthy is the recommendation that 
“his Department should contain experts charged with the 
duty of watching over the necessities of law reform, and for 
studying the development of the subject at home and abroad.’’ 
It is, perhaps, correct to say that most of the law reform of 
the past has been due to the efforts of the private reformer, 
and it has been slow and irregular. When the day of the expert 
law reformer comes the result will, we imagine, be watched 
with no small interest. To take such a matter as that which 
we noticed last week—the restrictions on donations mortis 
causa—will these be promptly put on a rational basis, or left, 
as now, to the accident of the nature of the property? 








The Problems of a League of 


Nations. 
II. 


WE stated last week the principle which Prof. Orprenuetm suggests* 
for the organization of a League of Nations. He rejects a Central 
Foliucal authority, and reues upon a development of the work 
of the Hague Conferences. ‘ihe tasks of the League when 
organized he defines as International Legislation, International 
Aaministration of Justice, and internauonal Mediatiyn. But he 
uses the term “ legisiation” in a figurative sense oniy. ~ Municipal 
Legislation presupposes a sovereign power. Internationai Legisla- 
tion must rest on treaties; but since these will be intended to 
create law the term is useful and convenient. It corresponds, 
indeed, to International Law as hitherto existing, which is only 
book law—‘“ a customary law which is only to be found in text- 
books of International Law "—and the legislation enacted under 
the auspices of a League of Nations will fill the gaps in it. 

“ International Legislation will -be able gradiiaily to create inter- 
national statutes, which will turn this book law into firm, clear and 
authoritative statutory law.’’ It will not, however, be an easy matter 
to bring these statutes into being. Proi. OPPeNHEiM points out 
some of the difficulties, There is the question of language; but 
this will probably be got over by making the text in a particular 
language—according to the present custom, French—authoritative. 
There 1s the difliculty that the legislation cannot, according to Prof. 
OrrenHEiM, depend on the votes of a majority of States, but must 
carry the consent of all. He meets this by allowing validity tu 
any particular statute only as between the consenting States, trust- 
ing that if the legislation is really of value, the time will come 
when the dissenting States will gradually accede. Would not, how- 
ever, the conditions of legislation be a part of the fundamental 
treaty, and, if by this it was provided for statutes to be passed by 
a particular majority they would then be binding upon all, in 
accordance with the terms of the treaty, just as much as the treaty 
itself would be. The Conventions of the Second Hague Peace Con- 
ference, a good many of which were only agreed upon by particular 
States, and to which Prof. Orrenneim refers by way of example, 
do not seem to be relevant, for they were not framed under the 
provisions of a general legislative treaty. A more formidable diffi- 
culty is that of interpretation, for the principles on this matter 
differ widely. England and the United States adhere to the 
intention as expressed in the written statute, and reject all con- 
siderations of how it came to be passed; Germany and other Con- 
tinental States adopt an opposite course, and their courts take into 
consideration, not only the literal meaning of-a clause of a statute, 
but also the intention of the legislation as evidenced by its history. 
And he cites as an example Art. 23 (h) of the Hague Regulations 
of 1907 concerning Land Warfare, which lays down the rule that 
it is forbidden “to declare abolished, suspended, or ina¢missible 
in a Court of Law the rights and actions of the nationals of the 
hostile party.” According to the interpretation in Germany, this 
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prevents any interference with the right of alien enemies to bring 
actions and enforce contracts; according to English interpretation, 
it is confined to maintaining civil rights in occupied terriory. In 
an Appe.dix Prol, UPPestosM priuls sue Uiie.esing COrespund- 
ence which ne had un the suoject with the Foreign Uuice in 19a. 
Any such difficulties of interpretation would have to be gut over 
by an agreement upon commun principles, 

In his third lecture Prof. Orrennesm deals with the Adminis- 
tration of Justice and Mediation within the League of Nations. 
International Legislation may exist without any International 
Courts to administer it, but it is then only effective for cases 
where no controversy arises. For controversial cases which cannot 
be settled by agreement, a Court of Justice is.essential for the 
due working of the system of legislation. An important step in 
this direction was taken when the first Peace Conference of 1899 
agreed upon the institution of a Permanent Court of Arbitration 
and a code of rules of procedure; and though that Court is not 
reaily permanent, but its members have to be numinated on each 
occasion, yet the Court and the procedure are available for States 
which desire to make use of them. ihe short time of twenty 
years,’’ says Prof. Oppenneim, “ has fully justitied the expectations 
aroused by the institution of the Permanent Court of Arbitration, 
for a good number of cases have been brought before it and settled 
to the satisfaction of the parties concerned.’’ Further steps in the 
same direction were contemplated at the Conference of 1907, but 
these did not proceed further than the “Draft Convention Con- 
cerning the Creation of a Judicial Arbitration Court.” The object, 
as stated in Art. 1, was to organize, wituout interfering with the 
Permanent Court of Arbitration, “a court of arbitral justice, free 
and easy of access, based upon the juridical equality of States, 
consisting of judges representing the different juridical systems 
of the world, ana capable of securing the continuity of arbitral 
jurisprudence.” The establishment of Courts of this nature will, 
it may be assumed, be an integral part of any League of Nations, 
but, as Prof. Oppennemm points out, their success will depend on 
the men who compose them. “Not diplomatists, not politicians, 
but only men ougat to be appointed who have had a training in 
law in general, and in Internationa] Law in particular; men who 
are linguists, knowing, at any rate, the French language besides 
their own; men who possess independence of character and are 
free from national prejudices of every kind.” The search for 
judges who have learned to “think internationally ” ought hot to 
present insuperable difficulties, and the impartiality which should 
distinguish the International Courts is alreacy seen in the Supreme 
Court of the United States and the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, and, we do not doubt, in the high Continental Courte 
as well. 

Prof. Orprpennerm makes further suggestions as to the constit- 
tion of the Internationa] Courts of First Instance and Court of 
Appeal, but into these we must not follow him, and we must pass 
quickly over his proposals for International Mediation by Inter- 
national Councils of Conciliation. One precedent for this is, he 
points out, contained in Art. 8 of the Haque Convention of 1907 
for the “ Pacific Settlement of International Disputes.” That plan 
was to entrust mediation to two Powers chosen respectively by the 
parties. The other precedent is in the American Peace Treaties 
of 1913-14, of which that with Great Britain of 15th September, 
1914, forms one, and under which, after diplomatic methods of 
adjustment have failed, disputes are referred for investigation and 
report to a permanent Internatidnal Commission; the parties 
agreeing “not to declare war or begin hostilities during such in- 
vestigation and before the report is submitted.’’ Taking these as a 
starting point, Prof. Orrennemm makes suqgestions for the con- 
stitution of a number of Councils of Conciliation, with a small 
Permanent Council of the Great Powers to “watch the political 
life of the members of the League and communicate with all the 
Governments of the members in case the peace of the world were 
endangered by the attitude of one of the members; for instance, 
by one or more of the members arming excessively.” Prof. 
Orrennem also touches on the questicns of disarmament—which 
he thinks will ipso facto follow the establishment of a Leacue of 
Nations—and of sovereignty. As to the latter, he sees no infringe- 
ment of sovereignty in an agreement not to go to war on account 
of a judicial dispute, or, in case of a politica] dispute. not to go to 
war till there has been a chance of mediation by an Internaticnal 
Court of Conciliation. “And even if it were otherwise, if the 
entrance of a State into the new League of Nations dd involve 
an infringement of its sovereignty and independence, humanity 
need not grieve over it.” 

We have on a former occasion (62 Soticrrors’ Journat, p--089) 
noticed one of Mr Keery’s attempts to give practicality to the 
scheme for a League of Nations in his pamnhlet “ Hammering Out 
the Details.” In that he laid stress on the importance of a Lezisla- 
tive Conference, and locked to it, not only for formulating rules of 
International Law, but for removing causes of quarrel and pro- 
moting cordial relations between the different States. In his 
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present pamphlet A League of Nations with Large Powers ’’— 
he emphasizes the importance of providing machinery for giving 
effect to changes due to national development. “A form of 
machinery that worked only in favour of vested interests and gave 
no scope for the development and expansion of growing organisms 
and the readjustment of relationships between them wé uld be an 
and for international machinery 


inefficient substitute for war’”’ 
the permanent association at one 


to be effective he postulates 
place of leading representatives of all the nations concerned.”’ 
Starting from these and other principles which he enunciates, Mr 
nclusion as Professor OpreNHEIM as to 


KEEN arrives at the same « 
it should be a development of 


the basis of the League of Nations ; 
The Hague Conference 


‘‘The international organization should be established as an 


outgrowtl of the Hague Conference It should have as its cen 
tral idea the creation of a permanent council of leading statesmen 
representing the various nations of the Union, whose functions 


hould include the making, amendment, and repeal of International 
Laws, the setting up of suitable tribunals for the settlement of 
international disputes, and the provision of means, within certain 
limits. for enforcing international rights and duties and restrain 
ing breaches of international peace 

In elaboration Df this scheme Mr. Keen explains the provisions 
of the Convention of 1907 for the “ Pacific Settlement of Inter 
national Disputes,’’ and the draft Convention for the creation of 
a Judicial Arbitration Court, to which we have referred above, and 
he assigns as the work of the international organization the follow- 
ing four functions :—-(1) The judicial function of settling disputes 
depending on the interpretation of treaties or on the existence 
of particular facts, or otherwise of a judiciable nature ; 
(2) the semi-judicial function of settling disputes depending on 
considerations of expediency or of policy ; (3) the legislative func- 
tion of making, codifying, revising and repealing International 
Laws ; and (4) the administrative function of managing the general 
business of the association and giving effect to its decisions. But 
the crucial test arises where it is proposed to make these decisions 
compulsory, and Mr. Keen justifies the title of his pamphlet by 
proposals for equipping the League of Nations with such powers 
as would aim definitely and directly at the entire abolition of 
aggressive war between civilized peoples, and he works out in some 
detail a scheme for this purpose. We doubt, however, whether 
it goes beyond other current schemes which require the members 
of the League to prevent infringement of its principles with all 
their economic and military forces 

rhe third publication appeals to a wider audience than the others, 
and it is worthy of perusal by all who desire to follow 
the prin iples of the Peace WSettlement. It 
two _ essays which have been reprinted from the December 
number of the Round Table at the suggestion of the Research Com 
mittee of the league of Nations Union. The first paper 
Windows of Freedom '’—discusses, in successive sections, the 
Balance of Power, the Freedom of the Seas. the League of Nations, 
America s Place in World Government, and the Redemption of 
Germany, In peace, the sea power of Britain, the condition not 
merely of her own existence, but of the world’s freedom, was exer 
cised as though she held it in trust for a world government.’ 
Could Britain, then, for want of the mandate of a League of 
Nations, withhold its use in support of civilization in case of war? 
The writer answers with an emphatic “No”; yet he does not 
jos. te _ as ruling out the League. The balance of power has 
aap tape Bo _ 2 a century, and, mn his view, is now replaced 
; working alliance of the British and American Common 
wealth Pra tically he looks for the L« ague of Nations to grow 
a + he sh «te Fag Be a rence by the ‘annual meeting of 
the in Bnew A ert he aa fixed centre. where a 
om teth the teadeeee P : one of ope can remain to collect 
Seana eadiness for the next meeting. And 


consists of 


** The prop sal for an annual Conference is obviously feasible 
It bars nothing. It leaves the future open for everythin It 
ensures the discussion of, and tavilitates the approac h to, ‘what 
ever closer organization is possible. For the first time it ensures 
& regular and continuous discussion of international affairs and 
the principles at stake It enables Foreign Ministers to get in 
formed of each other's motives at first hand.”’ ’ 
This is no doubt the minimum, and a good deal might be accom 
plished by direct intercourse combined with proper publicity. But 
the organization of the League is carried further in the sec nd 
paper—“ Some Principles and Problems of the Settlement.” The 
writer of this paper limits membership of the League to States 
where authority is baséd upon the consent of the people over-ewhom 
it is exercised, and, when formed, it will be “a co-operation of 
Commonwealths, an association of States cherishing common ideals 
which have bound themselves together for certain definite pur- 





poses’; and, as regards the avoidance of war, it will deny liberty 
to go to war until the matter in dispute has been referred to an 
Inter-State Conference. But the writer differs from Prof. 
Ovrexuem. “ The institutions of the League of Nations must 
spring not from the Hague, but from Versailles” ; but once 
started, the meeting of the principals must continue after the war 
at regular intervals. And later :—‘ The living experience of 
Versailles, rather than the academic dreams of the Hague, must 
be the starting point for all our international schemes.” Each 
paper is intended to secure in the most natural way the result 
which the common sense of the world has resolved shall be 
attained—an organization which will provide in future a better 
way of settling international disputes than recourse to the organized 
slaughter of men. 





Lawyers in Parliament. 
The following is a list of lawyers in the new Parliament : 
Barrister 


Party. or 
Solicitor. 


Constituency. Member. 
LONDON 
BorovaGHs: 
Bermondsey, 
Rotherhithe- J. R. Lort-Williams— - ‘GeaeU. ~— B 


Camberwell, 


Peckham Albion H. H. Richardson - Co. L. B 
Fulham, West- Sir Cyril 8S. Cobb -CoU. - | 
Hammersmith, 

South - - Sir W. Bull - - - - Co. U, mast 
Kensington, 

South Sir W. H. Davison - Co. U. » 
Lambeth, 

Kennington - H. G. Purchase - - - Co, L. - B 
Southwark, 

S.E. - - Commander J. A. Dawes’ - Co. L. - § 
Stoke Newing 

ton - G. W. H. Jones - . - Co. U. - B 
Woolwich, 

West - - Sir H. Kingsley Wood - Co. U. i 

ENGLISH 

BoROUGHS : 
Birmingham, 

Edgbaston Sir Francis Lowe - -Co.U.  - S retired 
Bradford, East Capt. C. E. Loseby - Co.N.D.P. B 
Bristol, Central T. W. H. Inskip, K.C. - Co. U. B 
Ealing Sir Herbert Neild, K.C. - Co. U. B 


East Ham, 


South - - A. Clement Edwards - Co, N.D.P. B 
The 

Hartlepools - Mr. W. G. H. Gritten - Jct. - 8 
Ipswich - Capt. F. J. C. Ganzoni- - Co. U. B 
Leicester, East Sir Gordon Hewart, K.C. - Co. L. , SB 
Liverpool, Edge 

Hill - - Sir Watson Rutherford - Co. U. . s 
Do., Exchange- Leslie Scott, K.C. - - Co. U . B 
Do., West Derby Sir F. E. Smith, K.C.- - Co. U B 
Manchester, 

Moss Side - Major G. B. Hurst ee oF B 
Northampton - C. A. McCurdy - - - Co. L. - 2B 
Oldham E. R. fotiey- Doants - - Co. U. B 
Portsmouth, 

Central Sir T. A. Bramsdon ok < S 
Rochester, 

Gillingham - G. F. Hohler, K.C. - Co. U. - 8B 
Salford, South Sir C. A. Montagu Barlow - Co. U. B 
Sheffield, . 

Hillsborough Arthur Neal - . - Co. L - § 
Stockton-on- 

Tees - Capt. J. B. Watson - - Co. L. - § 
Tottenham, 

North - Major W. H. Prescott - - Co. U. B 
Tynemouth - Charles Percy’ - . - Co. U. Ss 
West Ham, 

Upton - - Sir Ernest E. Wild, K.C. -Co.U. ~- B 
Wolverhamp- 

ton, East - G. R. Thorn - -ly - S 
York - - Sir J. G. Butcher, K.C. ‘ond. -, B 

WetsH Borovens : 
Carnarvon D. Lloyd George . - Co. L. Ss 
ScoTTisH BorouGus : 
Edinburgh, 
North J. A. Clyde, K.C. Co. U. B 
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Barrister. 
Member. Party. or 
Solicitor. 
I 


Constituency. 
Edinburgh, 
South - 

Glaggow, 
Bridgeton - A. MacCallum Scott - - Co. L. 

Do. Hillhead - Sir Robert S. Horne, K.C. - Co. U. 

Do. Springburn F. A. Macquisten . - Co. U. 


- Major C. D. Murray, K.C. - Co. U. 


ENGLISH COUNTIEs : 


Derby, 

Southern - Holman Gregory, K.C. 
Devon, 

Barnstaple - Capt, J. T. Tudor-Rees 
Durham, 

Durham Maj. J. W. Hills - 
Durham, 

Seaham - Maj. E. Hayward 
Essex, 

Colchester 
Gloucester, 

Thornbury - Athelstan Rendall 
Hertford, 

Hitchin Lord Robert Cecil, K,C. 
Hertford, 

Watford - Dennis Herbert - 
Kesteven and 

Rutland, 

Grantham - Lt.-Col. Edmund Royds 
Lancaster, Mid- 

dleton and 

Prestwich 
Middlesex, 

Twickenham W. Joynson-Hicks - 
Nottingham, 

Bassetlaw - Sir W. E. Hume-Williams, 

ZS. . - . 

Rushcliffe H. B. Betterton . 
Surrey, 

Chertsey - Donald MacMaster (K.C. 

Canada) - . 
- Dr. T. C. Worsfok 


Sir L. Worthington- Evans 


Sir W. R. D, Adkins 


Mitcham 
East Sussex, 

East Urin- 

stead - W.S. Cautley 

Warwick, 

Nuneaton - H. H. Maddocks 
Do., Warwick 

& Leamington Sir Ernest Pollock, K.C. 
Yorkshire, 

North Riding, 

Cleveland - Sir R: Park Goff - 
Yorkshire, 

West Riding, 

BarkstonAsh Maj. G. R. Lane-Fox 


WELSH 


CouNTIEs : 


Carnarvon Maj. Charles E. Breese 


ScoTTisH 


CouUNTIES : 
Ayr and Bute, 

Kilmarnock - Alexander Shaw - 
Inverness - T. B. Morison, K.C. 
Linlithgow - James Kidd - 
Mid-Lethian 

and Peebles, 

Peebles and 

Southern - Sir Donald Maclean 
Renfrew, 

Western - Col. J. W. Greig, K.C. 


Inisu Borovucus: 


Belfast, Dun- 
cairn - - Sir Edward Carson, K.C. 


io] 


Inisn Counties : 


Antrim, Mid - Major R. W. H. O'Neill 
Donegal, East E. J. Kelly . - 
es South P. J. Ward - 
Down, East D. D. Reid - 
»  North- T. W. Brown, K.C. 

West - D. M. Wilson, K.C. 


je} =] a -1/ sho whe~) 


Usiversiriss : 


Cambridge - J, F. P-Rawlinson, K.C. 
Dublin - - A. W. Samuels, K.C. - 


jewhes} 





Correspondence. 


Conditions of Admission of Solicitors. 
[T. the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I have read Mr. H. J. Saunders’ letter in your current 
issue. I am glad he has taken the matter up, although he does 
not seem to_have hal time to give it careful consideration, nor does 
he advance any useful arguments one way or the other 

Although I believe that the terms of admission need revising, 
yet no one appreciates more fully than I the undesirability of 
putting any clog on the free recruitment of suitable candidates. 
Phe difficulty of combining the former process with the latter 
condifton is admittedly great 

There must be something needing correction when such incidents 
as the following (all within my own knowledge) are of frequent 
occurrence, A builder in a certain town recently went from solicitor 
to sol:citor with a piece of conveyancing business; the first solicitor 
quoted the scale fee, the second two-thirds, and the last (who 
obtained the business) less than one half the scale fee. The work 
was, so to speak, put up to auction, and the first solicitor, who 
refused to be a black-leg, was penalized for his honesty. 

A firm of the highest repute were asked by a man holding a 
good appointment in a large company, for whom the firm acted as 
solicitors, to act for him on his purchaging a house. The scale 
fee was £15, and the work was weil worth it. The practice of the 
firm is to charge the full proper fees in all ordinary cases, but 
in this instance they offered to accept £12, because the client was 
a servant of one of their best clients. The client, however, asked 
them to make a further reduction, and they agreed to take £10 
in the special cireumstances. Yet the next piece of business that 
man had was taken to a strange solicitor, tv did it for half the 
scale fee! Surely “dumping’’ with a vengeance, this! 

Take another, and still less creditable, side of.the matter. I 
have known a solicitor (without a genuine clientéle, but “ prac 
tising’’ on his own account) accept a fee for incorporating a 

mpany which he must have known to be a flat-trap, involving 
putting statements in a prospectus which he must have known to 
be untrue Che promotion was being exposed at the time in the 
leading financial journals, and he was careful to get a substantial 
part of his fee in advance 

A short time since a case was reported in the Times in which 
a borrower sought to have a blood-sucking loan transaction set 
aside on the ground that the lender was not a registered money- 
lender, and the lender raised the plea that he was a solicitor, not 
a money-lender. The judge, however, found that his real business 
was that of money-lending and upset the transaction ! 

My point is that the existence of this sort of thing is itself 
evidence that the profession is overcrowded (or, in the alternative, 
improperly crowded), because if it were not so, there would be 
sufficient legitimate work to go round at legitimate fees. I don’t 
say that the sharper could be entirely eliminated by any process 
under the sun, but our profession has special need of honourable 
men, and special steps are necessary. 

A capable admitted man of my acquaintance, fifty years of age, 
and with a first-class law degree, could only command a short time 
since a commencing salary of £200 per annum, and this from a 
well-known firm of repute, and with the present high cost of 
living. Does not this look like overcrowding? And how does such 
a princely income compare with that of the young medical man, 
fresh from his exams., who cannot now be obtained as a locum at 
much under £10 a week—with keep? + 

No restriction ought, it surely goes without saying, to be put 
which could prejudice men who have already entered the profession, 
and capestelle men. who have been serving their country, but it is 
very clear, to my mind, that something should be done to make 
our profession one which it would pay a good man to enter, and 
to purge it, as far as possible, of the considerably large undesirable 
element, both by constituting some proper check upon recruitment, 
and by making our remuneration really remunerative (after pro- 
viding for adequate staff salaries), and seeing that black-legs are 
brought to book. 

On the latter head, the Couricil of the Law Society, despite much 
admirable work in many other directions, seems to adopt an inde- 
fensibly supine attitude, and it might well take a cue frem the 
Stock Exchange Committee. 

H. Aryotp Woortey. 

High Lea, Wembley, Middlesex, 6th January, 1919 





Buiiding Society Mortgages and Indorsed Receipts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—In an abstract received recently by us on behalf of a pur- 
chaser, certain building society mortgages were abstracted with 
the ordinary statutory receipts. We raised in each case the 
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requisition “in whom did the indorsed receipt vest the property? 

*lease state who paid the redemption money, and to whom (if not 
the mortgagor) the redemption money was due at the date of the 
receipt.”’ 

Replies to these requisitions were refused, and the vendor's 
solicitors alleged that the mere absence of any such information 
was a sufficient abstract to show that the statutory receipt vested 
the property in the mortgagor. : 

The practice with regard to indorsed receipts of this description 
is very loose, and the effect of the case, Croshie-Hill vy. Sayer (1908, 
1 Ch. 866), appears to be commonly overlooked in practice. 

It is acknowledged that the requisitions above referred to are 
still incomplete in form, and we should be glad to have your views 
on the duty of a purchaser’s solicitor in such circumstances. 

A. ann B. 


{We hope to consider this letter next week.—Ep SJ ] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


No, 2, 





COHEN v. ROTHFIELD. 4th and 11th Deeember. 


PRACTICE—JURISDICTION IN PERSONAM—RESCRAINING OPPRESSIVE OR 
VEXATIOUS P’/ROCEEDINGS—ACTION COMMENCED IN SCOTLAND—SIMILAR 
Action INnstTiTUTED IN ENGLAND—CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICH INJUN« 
TION WILL Be GRANTED. 

threatened in Scotland, and thereupon the defendant 

ind an action similar relief, and 

tay the trial of the Scotch action (which had been 


liwn wae 
Lnyl 
jour aa pune tion to 


An a 


moved 


commenced tit claiming 


mndticuted) unt hss action had been disposed of. Shearman, J., made 
an vfutr stay ng the action, 
Held, that us the plaintiff in the Se itch action had shewn greater 


du gence taan the dejendant in prosecut ng hte action, and the dejen 


dani Aud jauled lo esiaublieh that the plaintiff would get no ad vantage 


by v eding with his achon, the Covrt tn such circumstances ought 
not to restrain the plaint ff} from proceeding with an action he wa 
Otherwise entitled ta bri g unt sulis fied that the prosecution of the 
action was vexatious or rp PT EBSt ve liere the defendant had faded t 
establiah that the action was vexatious or oppressive, and the injpune 


tion must be discharged, 


Appeal by the delendant from an order of Shearman, J., made on 
20ih November, 1918, whereby he restrained the detendant until after 
the trial of this actiop or turther order from proceeding with an 
action brought by him against the plaintiff in Scotland on 14th 


I'he litigation arose out of the mutual obligations of 


September, 1918 
verbal Cohen 


the plaintill and the under two 


Newcastle-upon-lyne “and at 


delendants agreements. 


carried on & moneyiender s business at 
Giasgow; and Kothtield was his Inanager, on the terms ol getting one 
fourta profits and paying one-lourth losses Rothtield demanded an 


accuunt ; Cohen alleged the receipt by Rothfield of secret commissions 


Kotutield thereupon threatened an action in Scotland, in respect ol 
the Scuttish business, if accounts were not rendered in a week 
Cohen, within the week, issued his English writ for an account as 
ayeut and for damages for misconduct ag agent. Rothfield then issued 
his Scotch writ for an account of the Scotch business. Rothfield had 


got his ac.ion to the stage when it was nearly ready to be set down 
lor trial; tut Cohen had done nothing in his English action. Coher 
tuen applied in England to restrain Rothfield from proceeding with his 
Scotch action, on the ground that it vexatious, and Shearma: 

po granted him an injunction and gave leave to appeal.. Cur. ad 

vull. 


Scrutton, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said that when it 
was proposed to stay an action on che ground that anuther was pend 
ing, and the action to be stayed was not in the Court asked to make 
the order, the same result obtained by restraining the person 
who was bringing the secona action from proceeding with it. But 
as the effect was to interfere with proceedings in another jurisdiction, 
this power should be exercised with great caution to avoid even the 
apprehension of undue interference with another court. Where ai 
English court ‘was asked to stay afi action begun outside the British 
Empire, on the ground that the plaintiff was also plaintiff in an 
English action, the burden was on the person asking for relief to 
satisfy the English cout that the plaintiff in the foreign court could 


Wag 


was 


not obtain any advantage from the foreign procedure that he would 
not obtain in the Enylish court I; was not prema facte vexatious 
for the same plaintiff co commence two actions relatgng to the same 


subject matter, one in Engiand and the other abroad, but the appli 
cant had there to shew a suvstantia! case of vexation resulting from 
the identity of proceedings. Applying these principles to the present 
case, Rothfield had brought a perfectly proper action in Scotland to 
take accounts of a business carried on in Scotland. and by arrestment 
had obtained a charge on certain funds. He announced his intention 
of bringing this action before Cohen commenced an action in England, 








| and had prosecuted it with much greater diligence than Cohen had in 


England. Cohen gave no evidence to shew that Rothfield would 
ybtain no advantage by the Scottish action, and, so far as the English 
action related to Scotch affairs, the evidence could more easily be 
taken in Scotland than England. He had failed to discharge the 
burden which rested on him, and the order staying the action in Scot- 
land must be discharged. 

Eve, J., said that to restrain a man from proceeding with an 

ion which prima facie he had a right to bring was a very serious 


thing ; see per Fletcher Moulton, L.J., in Re Connolly Bros. (Li ited) 


1911, 1 Ch., at p. 746). The jurisdiction to make the order was a 
jurisdiction in personam, and had nothing to do with any nflict 
between the tribunals: Bushby v. Munday (5 Madd. 5307). It was 
invoked here on the ground that another action between the same 


parties, and for substantially the same relief, was already commenced, 
The general principle was that the Court would exercise the juris. 
diction when the circumstances were such as to satisfy it that con. 
tinued prosecution of both actions would be oppressive or vexatious. 
The Court must, therefore, satisfy itself in each case that the state 
of things existing was such as to justify the exercise of the juris- 
diction. (His lordship dealt with the facts.) Primd facie the agree- 
ments appeared to disclose a partnership at will. To the writ by 
Cohen the defendant responded by the institution, on 14th September, 
in the Scottish courts of proceedings, in which he claimed an account 
of the transactions between himself and Cohen from Ist September, 
1915, and judgment for what, on taking the accounts, should be 
certified to be due. In his affidavit he claimed the injunction on 
the ground that, except when away, as he then was as a soldier, he 
Sunderland, the books of the business were kept at 
the monies, he claimed, were obtained in a large measure 
from the Newcastle customers, and that the Scottish action was not 
honé fide. To these might be added the obvious contentions that the 
Scotch proceedings were commenced with knowledge of the English 
nes, that the relief claimed in each case overlapped, and that @ 
judgment, as claimed in the Scotch, would not really determine finally 
the rights of the parties, unless there had been accounts stated between 
them down to September, 1915, of which there was no evidence. These 
onsiderations, in his lordship’s opinion, were quite insufficient to 
warrant the Court in restraining the defendant from prosecuting the 
Scotch action. The case made by the plaintiff fell far short of estab 
lishing that the further prosecution of the Scottish action would be 
oppressive and vexatious. The order of Shearman, J., ought, there- 
fore to be discharged.—Appeal allowed.—CovunseL, for the appellant, 
J. B. Matthews, K.C., and Zeffert; for the respondent, Lowenthal and 
Sourcrrors, Lazarus & Son; Thorogood, Tabor, & Hardcastle, 


(Reported by Ersxine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


resided at 
Stoc kton 4 


Simey 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re STONEHAM. STONEHAM v. STONEHAM. P.O. 
22nd November ; 4th December. 

Gurr—CuatTeLs—DegLIvERY—ANTECEDENT: Possession BY DONEE. 
Where chattels capable of delivery are already in the possession of 

the intended donee at the time of the parol gift, no further act of 

delivery is necessary in order to puss the property. There te no 

distinction in principle between a delivery antecedent to the gift and 

a, delivery concurrently with or subsequently to the gift. 

Moore (1890, 25 Q. B. D. 57) explained. 


Lawrence, J, 


Cochrane v. 


Cain v. Moon (1896, 2 Q. B. 283) followed. 
This was an administration action, and an inquiry had been ob: 
tained therein as to whether certain chattels, including some old 


armour, belonged to R. Stoneham or formed part of the testator# 
estate at the time of his death. The Master found that the chattels 
belonged to R. Stoneham, and F. Stoneham took out a summons 
vary the Master's certificate. The facts were that the testator had 
two residences, and the testator’s grandson, R. Stoneham, went @ 
live in the one in which the armour was at the request of the teste 
tor, and the testator oocasionally stayed there, but spent most of | 

time at his other R. Stoneham alleged that in the spring 
of 1913 the testator verbally gave him these chattels, and that they 
had remained in his possession ever since that date. He also relied 
on his appointment as executor of the testator’s will, and a gift 
under that will to him of the furniture and effects at this particular 
house. F. Stoneham contended that there had been no gift of ti 
chattels, and that the gift in the will referred to other chattels, and 
if there had been a parol gift, it did not pass the property # 


residence. 


that, 
it was not accompanied by delivery. He relied on Cochrane vy. Moore 
(1890, 25 Q. B. D_ 57). R. Stoneham contended that a further 


Moon (1896, 2 @. B. 


delivery was unnecessary, and relied on Cain v. 
283). 

P. O. Lawrence, J., in a considered judgment, after stating the 
On the evidence I find that the testator gave the chattel 
to R. Stoneham in the spring of 1913. On the point of law I he 
that where chattels capable of delivery are already in the possessio® 
of the intended donee at the time of the parol gift, no further a 
of delivery is necessary in order to pass the property. The found 
tion of the rule in Cochrane v. Moore (1890, 25 Q. B. D. 57) is that, @ 


facts, said : 
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@rder to constitute a perfect gift by parol of chattels capable of 
delivery, the donee must have had the chattels “delivered into his 
ession by the donor or by someone on his behalf. In principle 
Bere is no distinction between a delivery antecedently to the gift 
and a delivery concurrently with or subsequent to the gift, nor is 
there any reason or principle why the rule should not apply where 
the chattels have been delivered to the donee before the gift as 
bailee. or in any other capacity, so long as they are actually in his 
ession at the time of the gift to the knowledge of the dor 
stly, 
the gift by the will, and the appointment of R. Stoneham as executor, 
made the gift complete—Counser, Sir John G. Butcher, K.C., and 
MacSwinney; the Hon. Frank Russell, K.C and #1. , 
Jenkins, K.C., and H. Freeman; Ward Coldridge, K.C., 
and Owen Thompson Soricrrors, 7. G d Co 


Sons. 


or 


tf ampior 


{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court-—King’s Bench Division. 


RICHARDS v. COLEMAN. Div. Court. 


Pook Law—Marerrep Woman—Requinement or Revier—Evinencr— 
Orpen on Hussanp—Poor Law AmenpMment Act, 1868 (31 & 32 
Vier. c. 122), s. 33. 

Where guardians have granted a married woman relief without 
her husband, and apply to justices, under section 33 of the Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1868, for an order the husband to support 
hig wife, the justices ought to «¢ all the circumstances, 
inguir’ whether the wife required, that ia to say needed, the relief 
granted ; and if there is evidence upon which they may come to the 
conclusion that the wife did not need relief, they may refuse to 
make the order. ; 


Case stated by the stipendiary magistrate for Merthyr Tydvil 
information was preferred by the appellant Richards on 4th 
1918, avainst the respondent Coleman for allowing his wife, Elizabeth 
Coleman, to become chargeable to the Merthyr Tydvil Union. The 
feepondent and Elizabeth Coleman had been married two years. They 
fesided at first with the wife’s parents,,and afterwards with the 
busband’s mother. ‘The respondent was a draper’s traveller, earning 
$2a week. The wife left the respondent at his mother’s house, and 
went back to her parents. On Sth February, 1918, the respondent 
speared before the stipendiary in answer to a summons issued on 
the information of the wife, whereby he was charged with, having 
wilfally neglected to provide her with reasonable maintenance, and by 
mch neglect caused her to live separate and apart from him. The 
tidence shewed that, after the wife left the respondent at his 
Mother's house, he had offered her furnished apartments in Castle 
street , Merthyr Tydvil, but she objected to them. At the hearing 
the case was adjourned to enable the respondent to look for another 
house, and in the meantime he undertook to-pay his wife 20s. a week 
Subsequently he found furnished apartments in High-stteet, Merthyr 
Tydvil, but the wife objected to them. He then offered her fur- 
Hished apartments near the Avenue, Merthyr Tydvil, but she refused 
0 go and see them. On the hearing being resumed, the case was fur 
ther adjourned for fourteen days to give the .wife an opportunity 
to look for a house or apartments. On 26th March the respondent 
for the third time appeared on the information, when it was shewn 
that the wife had made no effort to find either a house or apartments, 
ind still refused to live with the respondent. During the adjourn 
Rent the respondent had paid his wife the agreed 20s. a week. The 
fipendiary magistrate dismissed the summons, being satisfied that 
the wife’s objections to the said furnished apartments were unreason 
ible, and that the respondent had not wilfully neglected to provide 
her with reasonable maintenance. On 20th April, 1918, the wife ap- 
flied to the guardians of the Merthyr Tydvil Union for relief and 
presented to them that her husband was not maintaining her, and 
that she had one child, born on 20th September, 1917. The guardians 
@anted her 15s. a week outdoor relief, and called the husband 
repay. On 4th May, 1918, the respondent attended a meeting of 
the guardians, and again offered to provide a home for his wife, but 
fd the guardians he was not prepared to contribute towards the 
midoor relief granted to her. Upon the hearing of the information 
®@ 4th June. 1918, evidence substantiating the facts having 
ten given, the stipendiary magistrate dismissed the information 
Dantixc, J.—The decision of the stipendiary magistrate per 
fect] y right. The proceedings were taken under section 33 of the 
Poor Law Amendment Act, 1868, which provides that when a married 
Woman ‘ requires ”’ relief without her husband, the guardians may 
ply to the justices for an order to pay towards the cost of the 
Met to the wife. It was admitted by counsel for the appellant 
thet the word ‘requires ’’ In that section mea ‘ needs Va is 
M equivalent to demands or requests. That is the effect of the deci- 

in Birmingham Union v. Timmins (1918, 2 K. B. 189), to which 
BP brother Avory, J., and myself were } i The result there fore, 
Bithat it is only when a wife needs relief that the proceedings are 
Miifiable at all. The wife in the present case obtained relief from the 
dians for herself. and child, and the guardians took proceedings 
tthe stipendiary magistrate for an order that the husband should 
to them the money which they had allowed to the wife. The 
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go into the question, and he was 
ind to hold that the guardians had settled the mafter bv the 
their having granted the wife relief It was his duty to 
the circumstances, and see if the wife required, that is 
| needed, relief On the facts, either adrhitted rr proved, he came to 
the conclusion that she did not require anv such relief her hus- 
dy to maintain her and the child. and she would not 
live witl him in any residence that he offered her. If the cuardians 
( ones t I , wife relief that matter for them. 
selves and the There is ample evidence before the 
r the « te took. The wife d ot ne 
relief at all, and he was right in dismissing the applicat ~ ; — 
Avory. J., and Satrrer, J., irred.—Counser, Lincoln 
irtemusa Jones, for respondents. SoLicrrors 
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FOX & SON v 


H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law } 
MORRISH,. GRANT & CO. A. T. 
3rd De ‘ember 
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Law rence, J 
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EXaMINE Bank 


OF 
FALse 
prepare balar sheets from 
amount of ** cash at the hank" 
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ry reference 


| Me 


| entries in be ba sith 
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the 

r obtaining a certihecate trom 

had not done 0 mda (2) 

| the mmount f the defatcationa af 

each year ould har en discovered if the proper stepe had 
heen taken IIs 

| Action ¢ wit a 


} emploved 


ountanta were 
the pass hook 
hawt 4 , ) qa the frm that they 


} ; : 
t they were lia dame j 


narinea 


r th 


jury Plaintiffs claimed damaves for negli 
the defendants as accountants to prepare 
sheets for their bu linen manufacturers and 
London and Le¢ From 1911 to 1916 half-yearly 
prepared defendants, and of them 
f incorrect and misleading as to the financial position 
of the busine s, and to be prepared unskilfully and negligently. inas 
much as ontained a specifi statement as to the amount of 
ish at bar d in hand or ‘‘ overdraft at bank,.’’ or ‘‘ cash at 
London County 1d Westminster Bank,’’ which was incorrect. The 
defendants were alleged to be unskilful and negligent in that it was 
| their duty presenting the balance-sheets, to verify from the 
hank the particular business, or m a certificate ven 
ry tl other official of the bank, that the said statement 
an accurate statement of the account, but the defendants neg 
| lected to take either of steps During the years from 1911 to 
1916 a clerk of the plaintiffs misappropriated large sums of money, 
and the plaintiffs charged that it of the defendants 
prepared the illewed, thot 
have been. The 
in the plaintiffs’ 
their duty to 


gence 
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i Ww areh 
balance 
was alleged to be 
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Sie h 


was in consequence 
balance sheets, as above 
| the fraud was not discovered as it would otherwise 
defendants admitted they had not verified the entric 
| bor ks from the paas-books ang denied that it 
| procure the production of such pass-books or to obtain a certificate 
the bank manager or other official The terms of their employ- 
they said, were that they should check the postings and addi 
the plaintiff's books, make out-a trading profit and loss 
account, and prepare balance-sheets therefrom, and the private 
ledger in accordance therewith Further, or otherwise, it was 
part of their employment to vouch or audit fhe plaintiffs’ accounts 
A. T. Lawrence, J.. said the whole defendant's 
liability turned on the of. the employment defence 
that the accountants, according to the original rement, 
| were not employed to audit the a untea fully but 
| only to check the and additions in the and 
make out a profit loss account and prepare balance-sheets, and 
that under these t responsible for the documents 
they prepared. It not employed as auditors fully 
but they were emploved under a specific enga 
the result of an interview between the plaintiffs and the defendants, 
| under which they to check the books. and it was understood 
| that it was not to be a full lit. There was no requirement on the 
| part of the plaintiffs that the defendants should verify ervthing 
whether defendants w wanting in due re and 
any way checked the amounts appearing in the 
in hand” and “at the bank."’ According to 
ountant it appeared that in the preparation of 
balance-sheets the cash at the hank hand ourht to be stated, 
book looked at riificate obtained from the 
t was not done. the client must be told that this 
course of proceedi had not been followed tut the defendants never 
told the plaintiffs that not following this e There 
was nothir in the retainer which relieved the defendants from 
seeing that the cash was accurately stated in the balance-sheet. The 
have that the money stated was not at the 
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bank, and also that the figures in the books had been inserted by the | the Prohibition of Import (No. 21) Proclamation, 1917, must be obtained 
defaulting clerk. There was nothing to shew that the defendants | from the American Dollar Securities Committee, 19, Old Jewry, E.C. 
were employed on a mere mechanical duty, though possibly such (6) The notice issued by the Lords Commiesioners of His Majesty's 


but it was not so in the | Treasury under date 30th January, 1917, is revoked. 











































might be the terms of an engagement ; 
present case. Judgment must be for the plaintiffs. for damages, to Ist January. (Gazette, 3rd January. 
be ascertained after the balance-sheet of December, 1912, which would 
have revealed the fraud if the proper steps had been taken as regards . 
the pass-book.—Counse! J. B. Matthews, K.C., Stuart Bevan, and Army Council Orders. 
G. W ightman Powers, for the plaintiffs ; Lewia Thomas, K.C., — NOTICES OF CANCELLATION OF ORDERS. 
fiveen, fo 1e defendants SOLIt ms, W Ma teé 0. ; aro 
Dearich ary fendant uicrtons, W. H. Martin d: Co. ; Havok In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
rag ‘ the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that, as 
(Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] from the 6th day of January, 1919. the Order of the Army Council, dated 
—— the 2nd day of May, 1918 [62 Sorrscrtors’ JournaL, p. 539], under 
Regulation 248 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, is hereby can- 
° celled. x 
New Orders, &c. 28th December. (Gazette, 3rd January 
’ aa > Lo he (The Order forbade the despatch of printed or written matter to foreign 
War Orders and Proclamations, &c. countries without permit.) 
The London Gatette of 3rd January contains the following : 
Th — Sa . o— In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by tthe Defence of 
1. An Order in Council, dated Srd January; making an addition to | the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that, as 


from the 6th day of January, 1919, the Order of the Armv Council, 
dated the 2nd day of May, 1918 [62 Soricrrors’ Jovrnan, p. 530], under 





e Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 






the Statutory List under 







Powers) Act, 1915, as follows 
.. Moroceo (1 ." : } Regulation 24 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, is hereby can 
here are also various removals from and variations in the List. A List ]| peed. ’ 
684) consolidating all previous Lists up to 28th December. (Gazette, 3rd January 






(‘T he Consolidated List No } 
t of the 15th November, 1918, together with List (The Order forbade the posting of packets containing newspapers, &c., 


and including t - 
No. 69 of 29th Nov ember, List No. 70 of 13th December, List No. 71 of to foreign countries without a permit.) 

























































20th December, and the present List, contain all the names which up aa 
to th # date are included in the Statutory List, : In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
2 An Order in ( mupcil dated rd January, further emend ng the | the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the | 
Proclamation, dated 10th May, 1917 and made under section 8 of the | Cotton Duck and Canvas (Sales Restriction) Order, 1918, is cancel!ed 
ay ns ye —— Re nue A : oy +. section L of the we mS 31st’ December. (Gazette, 3rd January. 
of ATms Act , and section of Une ustoms (xp mtation Prohibd nauana 
tion) Act. 1914 hereby the e ‘tation fror he United Kingdom of 
pe sin articles 4 rt » 1 dest ~- ia ot, i ee oo In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
erts articies » certain or all des ration ‘ prohibited, R om z . A T 
ae “6 the Realm Regulations the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
[The London Gazette of Tth January contains the following :— Jute (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1918, je cancelled, 
5. An Order in Council, dated 7th January, as to prohibition of 3lst December. (Gazette, 3rd January. t 
exportation under the Proclamation of 10th May, 1917, of which the 
following is the operative part : THE SOLE LEATHER (CONDITIONS OF SALE) AMENDMENT t 
That the articles ndicated in the Proclamation of the 10th day ORDER, 1919. 0 
= May, 19 7, a8 me ided and added to by subsequent erie of Whereas by the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, as al 
manor, und ¢ 7 =e Proclamation of the 18th day of December, 1918, | , mended by the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1918, the Army oi 
pars Ase p" Ru ed to be un 8 ated - ll dest nations in European | Council regulated upon certain conditions the sale and delivery of any “ 
oe M . c Russ A und én « he r b CCUGAT COUNTIES 2 Jae ~ “ and on payment Yor certain Sole Leather : 
: e a editer uM ea he except France and F re sh asessi yns, Aad whe 4 te expedient that the said Orders should be amended: 0 
aly and Italian Possessions, Be —_s Portugal, Greece, Now therefore, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by 
a und Morocco, and to all ports in any such foreign | the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of every other power enabling . 
countries, should ‘be prohibited to be exported to all destina- | thom in that behalf, the Army Council hereby order a@ follows :— n 
—— hg Pi vn = — "7 Russia and in > ie Toreagn 7 a oe 1. The Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, shall be 
on Kurope al n e@terranean, except France an rrencn ems . 
Possessions, Italy and Italian Possessions, Belgium, Portugal, Greece emeuees —_ ss es a 
Spain, Morocco, and Palestine and Syria ae far north as a line from (a) by substituting the words ‘‘ 1,000 bends or their equivalent m 
lexandretta to Alepp », ane vf » Hejaz re backs or butte or ten tons of shoulders "’ for the words ‘‘ 500 bends 
Alexandretta to Aleppo inclusive, and as far east as the Hejaz rail : : ; , se 
way inclusive, and to all ports in any such foreign countries or their equivalent io Rost ae ee Se : 
oh. ' , ' : : fae . Clause 6 of the said Order ; 4 
md Se red e vb licer “4 - ee a a , us Meta (b) by substituting the Schedule hereto annexed for Schedule A Se 
« iw Act ¢ ave een gnamter Vv re rare rade to certam annexe 4 sai Order. ° 
companies, firms and individuals. The present List includes some sixty te _ eterna 2 n° Se hereby col . 
four names F 2. The Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1918, is hereby can 2 
celled. - off. 
mats 3. This Order shall come into force on the let day of January, 1919. ie 
Treast Notice 4. This Order may be cited as the S le Leather (Conditions of Sale) Ore 
asurv | tice, \ } Order. 1919 
Amendment Or E ° 
NOTICE BY THE LORDS COMMISSIONERS OF HIS MAJESTY’S {Schedule of Leathers.] 4, 
TREASURY IN CONNECTION WITH THE DEFENCE OF | 3ist December. (Gazette, Sy) January: bei 
THE REALM (SECURITIES) REGULATIONS OF 24rn i und 
Ps str we tei a nical | Ministry of Munitions Orders. ~- 
le Lords mmiseioners ¢ is Majesty s lIreasury announce that - 7 r RN 
they have given general permission under the provisions of the Defence THE STEEL AND IRON (PURCHASE AND RETURN) (¢ 
of the Realm (Securities) Regulations of 24th January, 1917. for the sale ORDER, 1919. basi 
abroad and until farther n vox e of amy F wr wt. solos il and Indian The Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers conferred upoa y 
ee to which pte Regulations relate (whether or not the securities | him by the Defence of the Realm Regulations and all other powers there dort 
om we — y ee oe the Unjted Kingdom since 30th unto enabling him, hereby gives notice and orders as follows : : | 
September, 1f 4), ons Che eeipnens a re d of the securities in comple (1) As from the date hereof until further notice the Steel Supplie 5. 
tion of any such sales subject to the following limitations and condi Metallurgical Coke, Iron and Steel) Permit, 1916, issued by the M - on t 
Max; 


mat) Su I hall } } , of Munitions, dated the lst November, 1916, as varied by subseq 
(1) Such permission shail appy only to securities which have not a | notices, shall take effect as if the following condition were incorpors 
Treasury under among the conditions therein contained, namely, 











the time of sabe been included in any Order issued by the 
the Reculations. . bine fe 
(2) The proceeds of any such sales shall be remitted to this country On and after the seventh January, 1919, until further notice, 
forthwith and retained here. ; purchase shall be made or delivery taken of Iron or Stee! by any 
(3) The proceeds of drawn securifies or maturing securities collected person holding at the date of such purchase any stock of [ron and 
abroad shall be remitted to this country forthwith and retained here in Steel, or either of them, exceeding by more than 100 tons th amount 
‘ ; of such stock held by him on the 31st October, 1915, or’ the = 






the same manner as the proceeds of any sales of securities 
(4) Al) existing Regulations in regard to dealing with gecurities whi 
have not been continuoue'y in physical possession in the United King 


October, 1918, whichever shall be the greater amount, except un 

and in accordance with a special permit from the Minister of 
Munitions, which will only be granted on the condition of tht 
: Minister of Munitions certain # 





h 















dom, or which have been in enemy ownership, or in which amy enemy r 
interest is concerned, will continue to apply in full force te all dealings permit holder repaying to the Y noldet 
under thie permission. sidies in respect of all such stock held by such permi 

on the 30th April, 1919, which may be so in excess as ® 











(5) Before any securities are sent abroad for registration and return, 
a form of permit for the re-import of such securities under the terms of 






mentioned. 











of 
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(2) All persons who shall on the 30th April, 1919, hold a stock of Iron 
and Steel, or either of them, of 100 tons or more shall, within fourteen 
days after the 30th April, 1919, furnish to the Controller of Iron and 


Steel Production, Ministry of Munitions, London, a true and complet 
return of the stock of Iron and Steel held by them (a) on the 31st October 
1915. or the 31st October, 1918, whichever shall be the greater, (b) on the 


————— 
7. Terma of payment.J—All the foregoing maximum prices are fixed 
on the basis that payment is to be Net Cash within 7 days of delivery, 
and that moneys then unpaid shall carry interest at a rate not exceed- 
. | ing 5 per cent. per annum or Bank rate, whichever should be the higher. 


, 8. Retail pricea.}—(a) Until further notice on the occasion of a sale 
* | by retail of any apples the maximum price shall be at the rate applic- 





30th April, 1919, on a form which may be obtained on application to the | able under Part 3 of the Schedule to this Order. 


Controller at the above address. 


(3) All Iron and Steel not actually incorporated in any building or | 


structure or work in progress shall, for the purposes of this Order and the 


condition above mentioned, be deemed to be stock, and the Iron and 


Steel referred to shall not include scrap. 


(4) This Order may be cited as the Steel and Iron (Purchase and 


Returns) Order, 1919. 
7th January. (Gazette, Tth January. 
Note. 


The Steel and Tron (Purchase and Returns) Order of 7th January, 1919 


requiring a permit for the purchase of Iron and Steel which may be put 
into stock during the period of subsidies is not intended, and will not be 
used by the Ministry, to control or in any way fetter the freedom of 


the market in Iron and Steel products. All persons applying to the 


‘ontroller of Tron and Steel production at the Ministry of Munitions will 


automatically be granted a permit, subject only to acceptance of the con 


dition that they will pay the Ministry a rebate of subsidies in the event 
of stocks being accumulated on May Ist in excess of the amount defined 


in the Order. It is suggested that all persons whose stocks are likely, 


during this period, to exceed 100 tons should at once, and without regard 
to their immediate operations. apply to the Ministry and have their 
names included on the list of those licensed to deal during the subsidy 


period, without restriction. 
THE BALL BEARINGS (SUSPENSION) ORDER. 1919. 
In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions, 
namely : 
The Ball Bearings Order. 1917, dated the 1st November, 1917, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows 


(1) The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and after 


the 7th day of January, 1919, until further notice. 

(2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the liability to 
any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure to 
comply with the said Order prior to such suspension or any proceeding 
or remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment 


(3) This Order may be cited as The Ball Bearings (Suspension) 
Order, 1919. 


i 
7th January. (Gazette, 7th January 





Food Orders. 


THE APPLES (PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 
1. Interpretation.] 


2. Sales to be in authorized packages and by weight.}—Except where | 


apples are sold in such packages as are specifically mentioned in the 
Schedule to this Order and except as hereinafter provided, apples shall 
not be sold or bought otherwise than by weight. 


5. Maximum prices not to be exceeded.}~A person shall not sell or 
offer or expose for sale, or buy or offer to buy any ap 
exceeding the maximum prices for the time being applica 


ng at prices 
Order. 


4. Grower's price for home grown apples.} 
on the occasion of a sale of Home-grown Apples by the first owner (not 
being a sale by retail) the maximum price shall be at the rate applicable 
under Part I of the Schedule to this Order : Provided that if a com 
mission agent is employed by the first owner in the sale of the apples 
such rate shall be increased by 10 per cent. 

(6) The maximum price prescribed by this clause is fixed on the 


basis that the apples are delivered at the seller's premises. 
(¢) Addition for packages.] 


(a) Until further notice, 


(¢) If the apples are sold upon any other terms, a corresponding | 


variation shall be made in the maximum price. 


5. First owner’s price for imported apples.|—(a) Until further notice. 
on the occasion of a sale of imported Apples by the first owner the 
maximum price shall be a price at the rate 
of the Schedule to this Order. 

(6) When railway, canal or cartage charges in the United Kingdom 
have been incurred by the first owner, the maximum price authtrized 
by or pursuant to this clause may be varied by the addition of such 
charges. : 


(c) The maximum price on a sale by the first owner is fixed on the 


basis that the apples are delivered at the place where they are lying 
at the time of sale. ’ ; 


(d) No additional eharges shall be made for packing or packages. 
(¢) Nothing in this clause shal! prevent the first owner from making 


a prices on wholesale sales by persons other than the first 


ale under this | 


applicable under Part IT. | 


(6) No charge shall be made for packing packages or giving credit 
or making delivery, except that if apples are delivered at the buyer's 
| request otherwise than at the seller's premises, an additional charge 
may be made for delivery not exceeding a sum at the rate of 4d. per 
lb. or any larger sum actually and properly paid by the seller for such 
delivery. 

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of this Order apples may be sold 
by retail otherwise than by weight, provided that the maximum price 
is not exceeded and provided that the seller weighs the apples if so 
required by the buyer 

(d) In calculating the price on a sale under this clause any broken 
4d. shall count as a 4d 


9. Extension or variation of Order by notice.|—The Food Controller 
may from time to time by notice under this Order vary the prices men- 
tioned in the Schedule to this Order 

10. Prices to be e rhibited.} 

13. Exceptwn.] 


(a) The sale or purchase of canned, bottled or preserved apples. 
(6) Phe sale of apples by a caterer in the ordinary course of his 
catering business for consumption on the premises 


14. Pe nalty } 


15. Revocation.}—The Apples and Perry Pears (Sales) Order, 1918 
[S. R. & O., No. 1200 of 1918], is hereby revoked as on the 16th Decem- 
ber, 1918, without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any con 
travention thereof. 


This Order shall not apply to :— 


16. Vitle and commencement.} 
Apples (Prices) Order, 1918 

6) This Order shal! come into force on the 16th December, 1918 

4th December. 


(a) This Order may be cited as the 


SCHEDULE. 
Part I. 
Home-Grown Apptes 
(Firet Owner's Price ] 





Parr Il 
IMPORTED APPLES. 


(Firat Owner'’e l’ricee ] 


Parr III. 
Ke tau Price Gd per lb 


THE SEED POTATOES ORDER 


1. It shall be the duty of a person on the occasion of a sale of 
potatoes as or for seed— 


(a) to furnish to the buyer on or before delivery of the potatoes 
a declaration, either in the relative invoice or in some other 
written document, correctly stating the class, variety and dressing 
of the potatoes sold. In cases where seed potatoes are sold from 
crops immune from Wart Disease which were inspected when grow- 
ing in 1918 and certified as reasonably free from rogues by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries as regards potatoes grown in 
England or Wales, or by the Boara of Agriculture for Scotland 
as regards potatoes grown in Scotland, the declaration shall also 
| correctly state the serial) number of the relative certificate ; 
(b) to deliver only such correspond with the 
declaration 


potatoes as 


2. It shall be a defence to any proceedings in respect of any false 


statement in the declaration referred to in Clause 1 if the person 
| charged prove that he did not know and could not reasonably have 
| ascertained that the statement was false. 

3. For the purposes of this Order the classes of potatoes sold as 
| or for seed shall be :— 


Class I. (Scotch) 
Class I. (Irish) 
| Class II. (once gfown) 


Class III 
| The class “ Class I. (Scotch)’”’ 
in Scotland. 


class. *‘ Class I 


shall include only potatoes grown 


— 


(lrish) ’’ shall include only potatoes grown 
The class “ Class II. (once grown)”’ shall include only potatoes 
yrown in England or Wales in respect of which documentary evidence 
in be produced shewing that they were grown in the year 1918 


The class ‘‘ Class III."’ shall include 
comprised in the other classes. 


5. (a) This Order may be cited as the Seed Potatoes Order, 1918. 


all potatoes other than those 


} e ; Ss +] ) } mi 1 1 
the customary deli | se grown in Scotl nd or Ireland in the year 17 
Y Jeli very charges. | from 8¢ d o in J 
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(6) This Order shall not app 


~ om, in Ireland 






bth December 







REVOCAT 






Realm Regulations the Food ( 

Pastry Order, 1917 [S. R. & O 

Sugar (Confectionery) Order, 1 
7th December 
















THE RATIONING ORI 







1. Except with the consent 
one coupon shall be required o1 









2. No coupon, half coupon 
shall be required or detached 
of any meal supplied to any 
arth 
Food Controller to be supplied 


surrender of a coupon 








le 







1918 
9th December 







The following Orders have a 
Edible Oils and Fats ar 







nn der 7th Ni emt 





ti 





Canned Fish (Retai 
5th D ember 








ieee on thon to 





ment Comn 






poerls which would have the 
the central Government in re'at 







for Home Affairs, who is alr 















Scotland, and Ireland as 








change 


32. We think that it is deeira 





tions wi 
theary P hams of tha 





1s r 
great Officar of State with hich 
conclusion which are not based 
should not be forgotten that th 
rooted in the traditions of the n 


n standing of the Ministers of 












ever since there was 
r of the Cabinet 





heen a he mt 





has cor 





adviser of the Crown with those 


should have been possible ‘6 in 














to have in a prominent position 
highest standing 
has declined for various reasons 





This Order shall come into force on the 16th December, 1918 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Jontroller hereby revokes the Cake and 4 


CATERING ESTABLISHMENTS 


of the persons supplied, not more than 


in respect of any meat meal supplied by him j 
by or on behalf of a caterer in respect 


e served is of a class for the time being authorized by the 


3. These directions shall come into force on the 16th December, 


tion) Order, 1918 Margar 


The Horseflesh (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918. Wth November 
The 


A Minister of Justice. 


The following are the recommendations of the Machinery. of Govern 


30. With theme objects in view we have formulated the following pr 


Chance'lor’'s Deportment and the 


‘d Chancellor would, ut 


matters in thie aphere. The Lor r such a ache 
be substantially relieved from the extreme pressure now falling wnon hin 
31. If the House of Lords is converted to a mew form of Second 
Chamber it seema probable that ite’ judicial functions wil] cease Thev 
would revert naturally to the Sovereign in a Committee of Council n 
sisting of Ju . ges wo wou'd he Privy Counc'llors. In other words. these 
functions would be absorbed by a body al to the present Judicial Com 
mittee of the ‘ies Council. which would be the Supreme Tribunal, not 
only for the Empire outeide the United Kincdom, but for Encland 


Kingdom lying, as at present, to the Sovereng his High Court « 
Parliament. they would lie, with those of the entire Empire, to t’ 
Sovereien om Cour The Judicial Committee of the Privy Coun 
would sit in as many div'sions as were requ 1. and these divisions wou'd 
have their appropriate procedure and forms of judgment, which might 
yary and wou'd not am ly follow thes t present in use. Tt would 
pro! bly } fou ] dee ub! t disturb th existing pr wedure nm cases 
from the Dominions as littl as possible unless the Dominions desired a 


ch we proceed to descr 


1 Great, Sea 


nhemed the functoone f the princp ] und < 


rive such weight to it ae his own 
can be ea'd than that to uproot an instetution s a planted in t 
traditional « l of the nation a fe the noe tion f the TL rd C} ince! or 
a step which would require careful w ing of consennences 
33. But quite apart from these considertions which denen 1 in par 
on sentiment, there are others of a different kind. The net onght 
a legal and constitutional ya er af the 


The ji importance of the Lord Chance 


ily to sales in Ireland of potatoes sold 


ION OF ORDERS 


No. 372 of 1917], and clause 2 of the 
917 [S. R. & O., No. 65 of 1917] 


JER, 1918. DIRECTIONS FOR 


detached by or on behalf of a caterer 
ver-time meal ticket or other authority 
person where the only meat or.meat 


as or as part of a meat meal without 


Iso been issued 
id Oil and Fat Compounds (Distribu 
ine (Distribution) Order, 1918: Direc 


er 


1 Prices and Distribution) Order, 1918 


Justice 

effect of apportioning the functions 

n to Justice broadly between the Lord 

Department of the Secretary of Stat 
} 


Tnet } f Anpeale from the United 
‘ 


hle to retain. with considerable modifica 
be, the pos m of the Lord Chancel’or 

Supreme Tribunals, but essentially as 
reepons:biléty. We have reasons for this 


m sentiment, but even on this ground 
e office of Lord Chancellor is one deen! 
tion. The Lord Chancellor is the oldest 
the Crown He has kent the Great Sea! 
lto keep. He has, until quite recent]; 
th 


ever si1nce 


re was a Cabénet. and |} 
sonnet tutionn 
f the Head of t! . Judio tary. That t} 
teelf a fact of ssen*ficance. Evervone wi! 
habit of mind snegeste, ahd no m 


ellor in the Cabinet 
which are external to the office. The 





real keeper of the King’s conscience is now the Prime Mniieter, a Minister 
with greater and more commanding powers than in days when the 
Sovereign had greater influence in “the selection of Ministers. The Lord 
Chancellor is, moreover, loaded to-day with a volume of appellate busi- 
ness which has progressed concurrent!y with the increase of his adminis- 
trative work, and, ie independent of the period of the year during which 
he has to eit as Speaker of the House of Lords. He and his too small 

taff are in large measure cut off from contact with the work and per- 
sonalities of other Departments. As the result, he is snatched, often 
at short notice, from pressi ng judi cial business, to participate in delibera- 
tons on matters in which he has not received papers, and is not likely 
to have had time to read them even if he had received them. 

34. Yet it seems to be of high importance that the Cabinet should 
have an adviser of the type of which the Lord Chancellor would be, 
provided that he had the opportunity and the leisure to investigate before- 
hand the matters on which he would have to advise in council. 

35. We think that he should, in the first place, be freed from the duty 
of daily or even of frequent judicial sittmg. There are cases which 
came before the Supreme Tribunals in which it is of much importance 
that the Judges should have that familiarity with constitutional usa ge 
which can never be acqu ined so wel] as in th e school of long experience 
n Parliament. In appeals from the Dominions touching delicate ques 
tions in their constitutions this is peculiarly true ; and for this and other 
reasons we do not think that the Lord Chancellor should be divorced 
wholly from the duty of presiding over the Supreme Tribunals, although 
it is obvious that his time should not be absorbed by ordinary causes. 

36. Should a reconstituted Second Chamber be established, it will 
probably wish to select ite own Speaker, instead of having an ex-officio 
Speaker nominated by the Crown, as is the Lord Chancellor to-day. In 
any event, we think it impossib'e that the Lord Chancellor should 
adequately perform /his duties as we conceive them, and at the same time 
remain Speaker of the Second Chamber. 

37. The changes which we propose are such as would leave him free to 
fulfil adequate'y certain important functions which are his now, and also 
to perform other duties cognate to them. We think that it is important 
that the appointment of the Judges of the people of England should, as 
it present, be made by a Minister who is in large measure kept free from 
h pressure by imdividual members of Parliament, and even by his 
colleuzgues, én the matter of these anno'ntments. To strengthen his hands 
we are of opinion that he should consult, before making any such 
uppointment, a C: mmittes which shou'd include the Prime Minister, the 
Mintster who will, in accordance with suggestions which we shall make 
presently, be the M n ae! of Justice, the Lord Chancellor or Lord Chan- 
cellors who have preceded him, and the Lord Chief Justice. The Lord 
Chancellor should have ~~ full responsibikity for these appointments, and 
be free to act on his own opinion. But he should not act in making 
the appointments without previously consulting this Committee. The 
apposntments so made should imclude, not only only, as at present, those 
of the puishe Judges, but those of the Court of Appeal and even those of 
the Supreme Tribunal of the Empire. They shou'd further include the 
County Court Judges in England. the Recorders, the Stipendiary Magis 
trates. and the Masters of the Supreme » Court of Judicature. In this 
way the appointments,of Judges would, in our opinion, be most com 
wed from any suggestion of political influence. 
rd Chancel’or would remain keener of the Great Seal, the 
principal legal and constitutional adviser of the Cabinet and a Minister 
with sufficient time to watch and master all questions relating to legis!a 
tiem. For this purpose he should take the place of the Treasury as the 
channel of communication between Departments desirous of initiating 
legislation and the Parliamentary Couneel Office. He should ha‘ 
arrang’ments, and an establishment, which should bring him more easily 
than at present into close relation with the Attorney and Solicitor 
General in giving advice on legal questions ; and he should stand in close 
relation to the Judge Advocate-Generals of the Navy and Army, who 





puetely rem 








should be subject to his supervision in important questions. It is a 
matter for careful considemtion wheter — judicial functionaries 
should not have their offices combined im that of a eing! > addtional Law 
Officet of the Crown. We think that t this may prove both practic alble and 
lecirable. The question is understood to have been under consideration 


prior to the war 8 
39. As to ecclesiastical patronage, the Lord Chancellor .and the Prime 
Minister aleo, might well desire to be relieved of difficulties in making 


; : } 
r appointmente by the asetistance of a carefully selected body eet: 


ished to give advice on the subject. 

40. But we think that in order to make it possible for the L 
Chancellor to perform these duties idequately, it is essent! ial that t 
reneral - rk of admanistration in connection with Justice im other 
matters should pass to a regular Min‘ster of Justice. There seeme to be 
no reason why the Home Secretary should mot become this Minister 

- 7 d of functions pertainéng to other national services wach s 
those concerned with health and with production in Mines and Factor 
He ought to retain, in addition, the duties which yh to him new 
ramrda the prerogative of mercy, and matters relating to the adminrstr 
tion of prisons, and the Metropolitan Police, as well as communi: 
to which reference is made 


ne with the Sowereign and other subjects to 


1 


below. The admin strati n of the concerns of the mentally deficient seems 
properly to belong fot to his office, but rather to that of the Minister of 
Health. He should be the Minister generally charged with th e adm? ms 
tration of gervices connected with Justice. embiect to the exceptions made 
f ut of the Lord Chancellor's Department : 
But it should 


41. The Lord Chancellor’s staff need not be a large one. : 
nclude what is requisite to enable him to keep himself closely informes 








up t 
hous 
grea 
dittic 
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on_all matters necessary to enable him to act as the principal lega 
adviser of the Government. His work would be in close and frequent 
relation with that of the Minister of Justice, and good will and forbear 
But these ow 
gether, and we see no 


d be in 


iT n. 


ance would be essential for the prevention of fm 
great Ministers ought to be able to work closely t 
reason why this shoud be difficult. hear staffs shou 
cansu.tation. 

42. The Minister of Justice 
Commons, and he ought to be accessible to th 
to make. f 


equ rh 
would probably sit in the House 
hose who have sugges 

fis of the various Cou 


experts charged w 


Besides his administration of the st 
in England, his Department should contain : 
duty of watching over the necessities of law reform, and of study 
development of the subject at home and abroad 

43. It has been suggested above that the Home Sec 
entrusted with the functions relating vw administration 
of which we recommend that the Lord Chancellor sh 
Home Office already exercises a number of functi 
ita jurisdiction extends also over a variety of other subjects, an 
proposing that it should assume additional functions, we careluly « 
sidered how far the application of the principles explained in our Rep 
indicated that iite present functions were susceptible of any re-distral 
tion. 


to t 
uld be relieved. 

ns of this mature 

i before 


[To be continued. 


The Estate Market—1918. 


We have received the following report from Messrs. Hampton and 
Sons :— 





The Estate Exchange official returns for the past year show a decided | 


advance on the previous year; but, having regard to the enormous 
volume of sales which have passed through our hands, it is somewhat 
surprising that the general returns were not greater. The year undet 
review will, so far as our experience goes, prove a re td in the 
number and amount of realisations in almost branch of our 
business. ‘The enquiries for property, both residential ymmer 
cial, during the last few weeks of the year are even greater than they 
were in the earlier period, so that the indications 
greater volume of business in the immediate future 
marise the various branches of the market in which our 
chiefly lies :— 


every 
and ¢ 
point -to an even 
lo briefly sum 
practice 


RESIDENTIAL AND AGRICULTURAL ESTATES 


We are able to report another very satisfactory year for the disposal of 
residential estates, both in the Home Counties and further afield, with 
prices decidedly on the up-grade, while the demand is certainly show 
ing @ very substantial increase in the last few months; moreover, th 
larger houses are by no means proving unsaleable, as many prophesied 
would be the case. Farms have met with a ready sale, with prices again 
on the increase. 
Country Hovszs. 

yal of country 


It has been an exceptionally busy year for the disp 
mode 


houses. Properties of all descriptions, more particularly 
rate size, have been greatly in demand all over the kingdom, although 
the strongest enquiry has, perhaps, been for residences in the South and 
South-West of England. has been most active during the 
latter part of the year,and during the past few weeks we have disposed 
of a large number of properties. What may 
umes is the number of properti+s which have been disposed of, together 
with the interior furnishings, a transaction which comparatively 
rare in pre-war days. In some cases the price paid for such a property 
as it stands allowed for a greater sum for the furnishings than for the 
freehold of the property itself. Furnished summer lettings were quite 
good, although the petrol restrictions operated against tne letting of 
houses any great distance from a railway station, and the restriction of 
trains also affected houses in remote situations, but places conveniently 
situated for access let well at fair average rentals. There has been a 
gratifying increase in the demand for the better class of suburban 
houses, especially where the surroundings are at all rural. Wimbledon 
holds pride of place in London suburbs, and there is always a demand 
for the better houses on the high ground near the Common. 


those ol 


susiness 
ve recorded as a sign of the 


was 


Town ReEsIpENTIAL PROPERTIES. 


Town houses of moderate size have been disposed oi in large numbers, 
aud in cases where they have been thoroughly modernised and brought 
up to date prices have been normal. As in previous years the country 
house type of place, such as is found in some parts of Kensington, is 
greatly in demand, and houses on and around Hampstead Heath are 
dificult to procure. Flats of all descriptions have been in demand, and 
there are but few available, while service flats are snapped up directly 
they come into the market. The season, as such, has, of course, practic 
ally ceased to exist, but there has been a consistently good demand for 
furnished accommodation, and lettings have generally been effected at 
§00d average rentals, : 

INVESTMENT Properties aND Buitp1nG Lanp. 


Building land is stilk a weak spot in the estate marke@, there having 
een very few transactions of any magnitude. Now that the restric- 
tions against building have been removed and labour will, it is hoped, 
be soon available for building, there will doubtless shortly be a demand 
for building estates on behalf of land companies and builders. In the 
Gvirons of practically every large town there is a great demand for 





houses, and though building must of necessity be exceedingly expensive 
npared with pre-war standards for some time to come, yet the demand 
houses is such that there is unquestionably a profitable field for the 
perties when he can start operations.. Govern- 
5 per cent., and others purchasable in the 
return, has naturally had a somewhat 
operty for investment, and prices 
The 
sums available for 
mpar who favoured this 
funds available. During the past few 
been instrynental in placing 
London properties, and, now 
vernment loans has passed, 
available for this safe and 


of residential pr 
1e8 issued t pay 

f house pr 

pared with pre-war t 

has also affected the 


4} 
Hers 


mea. same 


cs and Y 


evors, 
tude on 
further G 
be large funds shortly 
investment 
COMMERCIAL PREMISES AND SITES. 
several important 
g changed hands through us, and still many 
unsatisfied enquirers for premises in and around London. There is every 
ndication that the new industries which have sprung up during the war 
have proved so successful that the existing tirms are looking for oppor- 
tunities to extend their businesses,and many capitalists are open to start 
There ‘s a dearth of office accommodation, particu 
rly at West End of London, in consequence ol the many buildings 
hich have been occupied by the Government, the supply for some time 
being unequal to the demand 
3, Cockspur-street, Lond S.W.1 
December 31, 1918 


The demar warehouses is stro 


ad for factories und y, 
premises having we have 


rew enterprises 


the 


past 


Treatment of Conscientious 
Objectors. 
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most part, known to you. Our object has been to limit the number 
of signatures, and to include only those of representative persons. 

We are aware that objection has been takeri to the release of the 
conscientious objectors on the ground that they might thereby obtain 
some preference in comparison with soldiers who have not been de 
mobilized. We cannot, however, think that the position of a 
prisoner, condemned to prison treatment, which in many cases has 
exceeded the maximum term allowed either by our military or civil 
law, viz., two years, is comparable to that of a soldier after the 
armistice, or that the number involved can seriously affect the oppor 
tunities of a demobilized soldier to find occupation. 

In any case, we would suggest that considerations of this character 
cannot alter the nature of the offence charged or justify a prolonga 
tion of the length of the term of imprisonment. 

For convenience we have arranged the names in the following 
order :— 

(1) Literary and University men. 

(2) Labour. 

(5) Clergy of all. denominations. 

(4) Representative women. 

(5) Representative men. 

Yours faithfully, 

E. W. Barnes. 
Joun Bucnan. 
Gisert MuRRAY. 
PaRMOOR. 


To the Rt. Hon. David Lloyd George, 
10, Downing-street, 8.W. 1. 
Sirn,— 

We, who hold different views on the actions of conscientious ob 
jectors, are united in the opinion that the time- has come when they 
should be forthwith released. There are now fifteen hundred of these 
men in prison, seven hundred of whom have served terms of two 
years or more, whereas two years is the maximum punishment 
allowed for ordinary criminals under either our civil or military 
code. As a result of recent inquiries it was found that a large 
majority of these men are sincerely convinced that they have acted 
under the demands of their conscience and in accordance with deep 
moral or religious conviction. 

We urge that men in prison under these conditions should not be 
kept there during the period of national rejoicing, and that our 
country should not shew itself slow at such a time to carry through 
an act of just mercy. It is hardly necessary to remind you of the 
statements made by responsible Ministers when the Military Service 
Act was under discussion in Parliament. Mr. Walter Long, on 11th 
May, 1916, said: ‘‘ Nobody in the Government wants the horror of 
men who, for conscience sake, are unwilling to serve, being thrown 
into gaol for a long time.”’ 

Surely now that the fighting has ceased all possible occasion for 
harsh treatment has disappeared, and we therefore urge the immediate 


release of all such prisoners. 
[The names appended are numerous and are widely representative of 


the various classes above.] 


County Council Housing. 


A return to an Order of the House of Commons made by the Loca! 
Government Board on 5th August, 1914, the day after the war was 
declared, has been published, showing the land and housing activities of 
every county council in England and Wales, with the exception of the 
London-County Council, 

In view of the housing problems of the moment, and of the fact that 
building has been suspended during the war, the figures given are of 
interest. From Ist January, 1906, to 4th August, 1914, the county 
councils of England and Wales had provided 5,864 houses, of which 
1,744 had been supplied out of loan moneys. These houses were occupied 





as follows :— 
Smallholders 2,421 
Police din ; , ‘ ho 2,409 
Council employees ‘ evs owe on .. 84% 
Other persons ove see - ove oe 191 
5,864 


Total ait oad . bee eee 
Council employees included 448 teachers and 337 asylum officers. 

The return also shows the acreage of land owned in fee simple and on 
leasehold by the county councils, and the purposes for which it was used 
or acquired. The total area, approximately, of such land was 220,071 
acres, of which 160,908 were freehold, while 210,825 acres were agri- 
cultural land. Of the total area 194,537 acres were used for small- 
holdings, 13,476 acres for lunatic asylums, and 7,824 acres for education. 





Companies. 
The London Joint City and Midland Bank (Limited). 


The directors of the London Joint City and Midland Bank 
(Limited) report that the net profits of the combined institutions for 
the year ending 31st December last, after making provision for all 
bad and doubtful debts, amount to £2,700,330. which. with £733,785 











brought forward, makes £3,434,115 for appropriation as follows :— 
For payment of dividends for the year 1918 at the rate of 18 per 
cent. per annum, less income tax, £919,885; for payment of salaries 
and bonus to members of the staff who are engaged with His Majesty's 
Forces, and bonus to other members of the staff, £489,132; to reserve 
funds for future contingencies, £600,000; to bank premises redemption 
fund, £100,000 ; to officers’ pension fund, £100,000; to staff widows’ 
fund, £50,000; to reserve fund, £500,000; and to carry forward 
£675,098. 

The dividend of the London City and Midland Bank (Limited) was 
at the same rate for 1917, with appropriations of £804,519 and carry 


forward £733,785. 





The London County, Westminéter and Parr’s 
Bank (Limited). 


The directors of the London County, Westminster and Parr’s Bank 
(Limited) have declared a dividena of 10 per cent. for the past half- 
year (less income tax), making a total distribution of 20 per cent. for 
the year 1918. 


The Equity and Law Life Assurance Society 


Sif Ricitarp StepHens Taytor has been elected Chairman of the 
Board of Directors of this Society. 


Obituary. 
Mr. Henry Mossop. 

We regret to announce the death, on 3lst December, of Mr. Henry 
Mossop, the senior partner in the firm of Messrs. Henry Mossop & 
Syms, 11, Lincoln’s Inn-fields, W.C. Mr. Mossop resided at The 
Grange, Ashford, Middlesex, where he died. For a long period he 
took a leading and active part in the Law Students’ Debating Society. 
He was formerly a partner in the firm of Corsellis, Mossop, & Berney, 


then of 1, Quality-court, Chancery-lane. Mr. Mossop was a very 
contributed largely to the success of the 





keen golfer, and very 
London Solicitors’ Golfing Society. He leaves a widow and four 
daughters. 
Legal News, 
Change in Partnership. 
Dissolutions, 

Joun Cartes Wapuam, Norman Cuartes Barractovcn and 
Wiut11amM GeorGe Baprencer, solicitors (Evans, Wadham & Co.), 2, 
Gray's Inn-square, London. Dec, 31. So far as concerns the said John 

Norman 


Charles Wadham, who retires from the said firm; the said 
Charles Barraclough and Wilkiam George Barrenger will continue to carry 
on the said business in partnership under the style or firm of Evans, 
Wadham & Co. 

Wittiam Henry Stewart, Henry 
CHALKER, solicitors (Stewart & Chalker), 
Dec. 31. 

Grorce Lyon, Gorpon Murray-Smita and Herpert Innes Faire, 
solicitors (Tucker, Lake & Lyon), 74, Great Ruseell-street, Bloomsbury- 
square, W.C, 1. -Dec. 31. The said George Lyon retiring from tae 
firm ; the said Gordon Murray-Smith and Herbert Innes Fripp wil! com 
tinue the said business under the said firm mame, (Gazette, Jan. 5. 


Henry Ceci 


CuHaLKer and 
Wake‘teid. 


67, Westgate, 





Business Change. 


Mr. J. pe Meza, of Bishopsgate, has joined Mr. Davip A. Romatx 


in partnership, and the practice will be carried on under the style 
of Romain & de Meza, at Mr. Romain’s offices, 196, Bishopsgate, 


vt 





General. 

The Board of Inland Revenue have appointed Mr. C. E. Fletoher @ 
be Controller of Death Duties and Mr. G. D. Callender to be Assistant 
Controller of Death Duties. 

Summoned by the Law Society at Willesden, on Monday, Albert 
Lewis, of Lime-street, E.C., was fined £5, with two guineas costs, for 
“unlawfully pretending to be a solicitor.”’ 

Mr. William Seaton Gray, of Whitby, Yorks., senior partner in thé 
firm of Seaton Gray, White, & Co., solicitors, clerk to the urban and 








4 bagi 








of hi 
Edw: 
it cor 
rsentat 
our F 
still ¢ 
effecis 
At 
Garret 
Charle 
charge 
the us, 
on beh 
daught 


Ordered 
R88 i0Ns 
" In a 
interest 
is 
tegardin, 
May, “ar, 
With fixe 
Xation 
the burd| 
e yea 
one o 


thn 
With not 
the Gros 

wou] 


Which, as 





















MAIN 


tyle. 


yate, 





Jour pow : 3 . 
P influence this can he ac ved yv¢ ] | € e] T I 
» verfu fl € < re ACIIOVE 1 you will comer great h Ip th he Matter « 


~ 


Jan. 11, 1919 | THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 63.] 199 











rural council, and the board of guardians, and chairman of the” Esk 
Fishery Conservatory, lefé estate of gross value £19,147. 


The election to the Downing Professorship of the Laws of England, 
at Cambridge, vacant by the resignation of Dr. Courtney Kenny, wil 
take place at 3 p.m. on Tuesday, 11th February. Candidates are 
requested to communicate with the Vice-Chancellor on or before 
Tuesday, 4th February. 

Dr. Waldo, the City Coroner, stated on the 2nd inst. that for the 
past nineteen years thirty-one beadles had been pressed into his 
service as officers, and he could not get rid of them. He wanted a 
police officer, such as he had in his Southwark Court. Beadles were 
capital fellows, but they had not had sufficient practice as coroners 
officers. 


It is stated that the office of Garter King of Arms, vacated by the 
death of Sir Alfred Scouwt-Gatty, has been conferred upon Mr. Henry 
Farnham Burke, C.V.O., C.B., Norroy King of Arms. Mr. Burke, says 
the T'imes, who has been Norroy King of Arms since 1911, was Registrar 
of Heralds College from 1904 to 1911. He has also held office as Somer 
set Herald; as Rouge Croix Pursuivant of Arms; as Genealogist of the 
Orders of St. Patrick and of the Bath; and as Inspec or of Regimental! 
Colours to the British and Indian Armies. Mr. Burke is the son of 
the late Sir J. Bernard Burke, C.B., LL.D., Ulster King of Arms, and 
was born in 1859. 


Private Stanley Frederick Woodburn, Liverpoal Regiment, Selcombe, 
Wallasey, Chester, who was killed in France on 29th April, has left 
£1,060. The will, dated 23rd February, 1918, made on a field service 
form about the size of a postcard, reads :— 

My belongings I leave to my next-of-kin. 
My purse is empty, there’s nothing in. 

My uniform, rifle, my pack and kit 

I leave to the next poor devil "twill rit 

But if this war I manage to cleat, 

I'll keep it myself for a souvenir 

The Rev. James M. Walker, who for eighteen years has been Vicar 
of Evesham, is leaving on Monday to take up his duties as Vicar of 
Newark-on-Trent. As a parting gift to Evesham, he has erected in the 
churchyard a memorial to Simon de Montfort, who fell at the battle 
of Evesham on 4éh August, 1265. The memoria] consists of a Celtic 
cross in Cornish granite, and jhas been erected within a dew yards of the 
site of the high altar of the vanished abbey, where the remains of 
de Montfort were buried. The unvei ing ceremony was performed by 
the Master of the Rolls, Sir Charles Swinfen Eady, on Wednesday. He 

oke of de Montfort as a sterling patriot and a consistent defender of 
the righte and liberties of the people. Ii was, he said, the falling away 
of his supporters that led ito the defeat of his cause at Evesham. 
Edward I., however, carried out the reforms he instituted. Although 
it could not be truthfully said that Simon de Montfort created repre 
sentative institutions in England, he certainly placed representation in 
our Parliament on a wider, truer and firmer basis, and led up to that 
sill greater enfranchisement which awe were now witnessing, t} 
éffecis, results and consequences of which no man could estimate 

At Bow-street Police Court, on the 2nd ins., says the J'imes. Mr. 
Garrett concluded the hearing of evidence jn the « we in w 1ich Whateley 
harles Arnold, of Canfield-gardens, Hampstead, formerly a s 
charged with having unlawfully converted to his own use and benefit, or 
the use and benefit of his wife, various sums of money received by him 
on behalf of the late Mrs. H. M. R. Marley, of Teddington, he: adopted 
daughter, Hilda Marley, and Alice Mary von der Hyde. There is also 
a charge of obtaining £195 from Charles Henry Mason by false pretences 
Mr. Cecil Whiteley, prosecuting, opened an additional charge in respeci 
of the alleged conversion by the defendant of a sum of £600. trust 
mone y under the avill of the late Miss Elizabeth Lazenbach, of Lime 
house, which had been entrusted to him for investment on mortgage 
Mr. Garrett having intimated his intention of committing the defendant 
for trial on all the charges, the defendant said that he did not propose 
mere evidence or ¢ all witnesses at that Court A formal remand was 
ordered with the view of carrying the case over until the February 
sessions of the Central Criminal Court. ‘ 
5 In a le Ler to the T ime { the Tth St., L H."’ aave In your 
ineresting article in the T’imes of to-day on the scarcity of available 

es of a moderate size in and around London yon mention a fact 
Bea auto elena”? Mains Nawiminter ddr, which, ae yo 
With fixed incomes, which are now so pee eng cba hinge 5 

! ' ich are now 80 seriously reduced through heavy 
taxation and other causes, calls for legislation to relieve them. from 
@ burdens of a heavy groutd-rent and the repairs, which require a 

sear outs be, cory High rats nd tae Thom 

tagineering firm ommaves by Gove ag aa ner trom a first-class 
£700 ’ p20) y <rovernment, to rent it for five years at 
WW per annum. Though t rey would have used it only for offices 
With nothing indicating anything of a business nature, the Bx rd pe 
the Grosvenor Estate would not allow the owner to accept the offer 
ig aid only give permission for it to be let as @ private residence, 
do. This <heteatie dente au the gente, at is now quite impossible to 
Q é on needs some State interference. and if by 
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No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
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= - = 1 - ~— £400,000 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. RoTa. No. 1. Eve SARGANT. 
Monday... Ja 18 Mr, Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr, Jolly Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ...... 14 Guidechmidt Borrer » Synge Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 15 Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam Borrer 
Thureday 16 Church Leach Horrer Goldschmidt 
DUET sescccee Bt Farmer Church Goldschmidt Leach 
Saturday ~~ Jolly Farmer Leach Church 
Dat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, 
—_ ASTBURY. Younes, PETERSON, LAWRENCE. 
Monday.. Jan. 18 Mr. Farmer Mr, Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday .. 14 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesday 15 Synge Jc ily Farmer Church 
loureday lt Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Friday .. .. 17 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Saturday.. 18 joldschmidt Borrer Kloxam Synge 
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Pilbrow v Light (security ordered) 
Phillips and ors v The Harbro 
Rubber Co 
In the Matter of an Appln by H G 
Burford & Co, No 038, and 


In the Matter of the Trade 
Marks Act, 1905 

In the Matter of the British Red 
Ash Collieries ld Eastern Valleys 
Biack Vein Collieries ld v British 
Red Ash Collieries ld 

Jones v Clark, Lloyd and anr 

In re M G Pawle, dec Winter v 
Pawle 


FROM THE PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List. 


1918. 
Probate In the Eatate of George 
Palmer, deo George Palmer 


Yell, Appit v A R L Palmer and 
anr 


FROM THE OOUNTY PALA 
TINE COURT OF LANOASTER. 
Final List.) 

1918. 

Peers v Waller 


(Interlocutory List. 
1918 
The Great Harwood Commercial 
Co Id v Pickering’and anr 
The Hare Spinning Co ld v Leigh 
and ors 


FROM THE KING'S BENOH 
DIVISION 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re Andrew Anderson (expte The 
Official Receiver and The Board 
of Trade v The Debtor) No 1,052 
of 1912 

In re Arkadius Gunsbourg ( 

The Trustee v Sophocles Pilides) 
No 442 of 1917 


Appeals and Motion in Ban} ruptcy 
standing in the “ Abated ’’ Last. 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH 

DIVISION 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re J F P Yeatman (expte Henry 
Miller v The Trustee and The 
Debtor), No 863 of 1910 


Motion. 
In re Bernard Boaler (expte Ber- 
nard Boaler v The Official 
Receiver and ors), No 918 of 


1909 part heard (s o generally) 


Appeals. 

In re A Debtor (expte the Debtor), 
No 224 of 1916 (On the 14/7/16 
the C A discharged the Receiv- 
ing Order and stayed proceedings 
for six months, notice to Peti- 
tioner of any other petition 
Costs of appeal, costs in peti- 
tion, liberty to restore, deposit 
to remain in Court) 

In re A Debtor (expte the Debtor), 
No 246 of 1917 (On the 12/7/18 
the C A ordered this appl to s o 

enerally with liberty to any of 
the parties to apply to the C A 
to restore appl on 2 clear days’ 
notice) 


FROM THE KING'S BENOH 
DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
Judgment Reserved. 
Weld Blundell vy Stephens (c « v 


Dec 13) (Heard before Bankes, 
Warrington and Scrutton, LJJ) 


FROM THE KING'S BENOH 
DIVISION 
Final and New Trial List. 
1915. 


Parson v Nesbitt 
death of Deft) 


1917. 

The Keclesiastical 

England vy The Commr. of 

Inland Revenue (Revenue Side 
9 o for Attorney-Gen) 

Norman v Brooke 
ney-lien) 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue v 


8s o notice of 


Commrs fon 


s o for Attol 


The Trustees of the Settled 
Estate of the Right Hon 
Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 


Revenue Side) (s o for Solr-Gien) 

Walsh v Saiberg (Receiving Order 
made against Appit) 

The Engiish Coaung Co vy W J 
Tatem Id (s o to fix a day) 

The Commrs of Inland Somes 
(Petnrs) v His Grace The Duke 
of Northumberland (Respt) 
Revenue Side) (s o for Solr-Gen) 

Boyton v Chamley 

Leopoid James Maxse (Applt) v 
The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
(Revenue Side) (# o for Attorney 
Gen) 


W M G Singer (Appit) v A W 
Williams, Surveyor of Taxes 
(Respt) (Revenue Side) (s o for 
Attorney-Gen) 

Weiss, Biheller & Brooke ld 
Appits) v Richard Farmer, 
Surveyor of Taxes (Respt) 


(Revenue Side) (s o for Solr-Lien) 

Burt & Co (Appits) v The Commrs 
of Inland Revenue (Respts) 
(Revenue Side) (s o for Attor- 
ney Gen) 

E Packard & Co ld v Feldman & 
Partridge 

A F Pool (Surveyor of Taxes) v 
Royal Exchange Assce (Revenue 
Side) (s o for Solr-Gen) 

A W Williams (Surveyor of Taxes) 
v W M G Singer, Sir George A 
Touche and John Ferguson 
Revenue Side) {so o for Solr- 
Gen) 

Earl Howe v 
Inland Revenue 
(s o for Solr-Gen) 

Hall v Waterkeyne Same v Same 
(wonsolidated) 

The King v 
Ovtchinsky) 

Selby-Lowndes v Selby-Lowndes 

County Hotel and Wine Co ld v 
London and North Western Ry 
Co 

G W Dawes v Bradford E Dawes 
v Bradford 

The King (on the application of the 
Birmingham and Midland Motor 
Omnibus Co Id) v The Mayor, 
Alderman and Burgesses of the 
Borough of Walsall 

Port of London Authority v 
Assessment Committee of Orsett 
Union and Overseers of Chadwell 
St Mary 

Hobson v Jarvis & Sons ld 

Manchester District Registry John 
Wyatt v A J Antome 

Woods v Faraday and Tree and 
Executors of Tree 

Woods & Selwyn & Co v Faraday 
and ors 

The Cheshire Lines Committee v 
Thomas & Co lid 

M R Rhodes v G Stevens 

Pearlite Steel Co (1910) ld y E Pol- 


The Commrs of 
(Revenue Side) 


Langham (expte 





| lard & Oo id 





Webb & Kenward id (Claimants) . 


v Hardy & Co 

In re the Arbitration Act, 1888, 
and In re an Arbitration 
between M Whittaker (Vendors) 
and W H Bowater (Purchasers 

Societe Francaise de la Viscose and 
Societe Ardechcise pour la Fab- 
rication de la soil de Viscose v 
The Providence Washington 
Insce Co 

Omnium d’Hoterprises and ors v 
Sutherland 

Hudson & Sons ld v London and 
North Western Ry Co 

Tucker (trading as the Model Shirt 
and Blouse Co) (Respts), v Firth 
(Applts) 

Watson v Farmer & Co 

T A Raff & Cold v Lanwols 

Lennox Foundry Co ld v Whit- 
taker and ors 

Steuart vy Byng and ors 

Bassano Zuccotti & Co vy James 
Carruthers & Co ld 

Soanes v London 
Western Ry Co 

Goldberg v G T Murray & Co 

Braunstein v H J Heading & Co 


and South 


FROM THE PROBATE, 
DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY), 
With Nautical Assessors. 
Final List.) 

1918. 

Egyptian Prince—1907—Folio 228 
Uwners of SS Potomac v Owners 
of 8S Egyptian Prince (damage) 

Mineral—1917—Folio 928 Owners 
of SS Myrtlegrove v Owners of 
SS Mineral (damage) 

Mineral—1917—Folio 928 Owners 
of SS Myrtlegrove v Owners of 
SS Minera (damage) 

Arnold—1917—Folio 996 Owners 
of SS George Fisher v Owners 
of Swedish SS Arnold (damage) 

Gothland—1917—Folio 11 Owners 
of SS Alexander Shukoff v 
Owners of SS Gothland (damage) 
Laremberg — 1916 — Folio 812 
Owners of SS Gothland v 
Owners of SS Laremberg 

L’G Kaisha v B Attolico (SS Tai- 
kosan Maru) 

Fezenta—1917—Folio 825 Owners 
of SS Maston v Levi Samuel 
Benns (damage) 

Idaho—1914—Folio 92 Owners of 
SS Ethelaida v Owners of SS 
Idaho (camel) 

Potomas—1917—Folio 611 Owners 
of Spurn Point v Owners of 
Potomas and. freight 

Johannis Vatis—1917—Folio 743 
Owners of SS Worsley Hall and 
cargo y Owners of SS Johannis 
Vatis (damage) Same v Same 


(damage) 

Eastern City—1918—Folio 170 
Owners of SS Beuclench vy 
Owners of SS. Eastern City 
(damage) 

Kamouriska—1917—Folio 940 Ad- 
miraity v Owners of SS Kamou- 
raska (damage). 

HMS Active—1918—Folio 7 The 
Cora Steamship Co Id v Kerrison 
Kiddle (damage) 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1917. 


Ingstad—1915—Folio 510 Holman 
dv T P Rose ld (demurrage) 
(a o till further order) 





Td _ 
Crimdon—1918—Folio 617 Owners 


of SS Otterdal v Owners of 33 
Crimdon part heard (s o) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
Interlocutory List.) 

1917. 

Attorney-Gen y Solomon Wolio 
witz (Revenue Side) Same v 
Bernard Singer (Revenue Side 
(s o generally) 

1918. 

Odhams Id y Michaels 

John Charles & Son v Sif Clitfurd 
J Cory 

Ogilvie v d’Erlanger 

me v Same 

In the Matter of an Arbitration 
Boks & Co v Peter Rushton & 


Co 


& Lawley 


IN RE THE WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION ACTS, 1897 
AND 1906. 

(From County Courts.) 
1918. 

Comery v The New Bucknall Col- 
liery Co ld 

Desies v The Great Eastern Ry 


Horner v The Wandsworth, 
Wimbledon and Epsom Gas Co 

Vickers ld v Cars, Wm 

Ford, Geo K v Gilbertson & Co ld 

Gwynnes ld v Pursey 

Baynton (an infant), by his father 
vy Manganese Bronze and Brass 
Co lid 

Stoker v Wortham 


Standing in the “Abated ”’ List. 
(Trinity, 1916). 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1914. 


The Commrs of Inland Revenue ¥ 
Smyth (Revenue Side) app! of 
Petnr from judgt of Mr Justice 
Scrutton, without a jury, dated 
Feb 28, 1914, and cross-notice by 
Respt, dated April 20, 1914 (s 0 
generally) April 20 

Hunter v Commrs of Inland 
Revenue (Revenue Side) appl 
of Petgr from judgt of Mr 
Justice Scrutton, without + 
jury, dated Feb 28, 1914 (s 0 


generally) April 20 
1915. 
Walter Morrison v The Commis 


sioners of Inland wer 
Revenue Side} appl of A 
from judgt of Mr Tusties Row. 
latty dated Jan. 25, 1915 (s 
generally) February 5 


Interlocutory List.) 
1916. 


J Soanes & Sons ld (H Huber & 
Co, Garnishees) v On sof F 
Wiessenstein AG (Judgt De 
appl of Garnishees from order 
Mr Justice Rowlatt, dated Feb 
16, 1916 part heard (s o gent 
tally) February 23 : 

N.B.—-The .above List contai® 
Chancery, Palatine and King® 
men ~ and —— 
Appeals, set down 
December, 1918. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1919. 
Notices Retatine to rue Caancery Cause List. 


Mr. Justice Eve.—Except when other Business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 


the Sittings. 


Mr. Justice Sarcant will take 


Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice AstsBury will take his Business 


Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice Younazr.—On each Tuesday afternoon Summonses under 
Trading with the Enemy Act will be taken. 
with Witnesses will be heard throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Peterson will take his Business as announced in the 


Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Prrerson 
take Liverpool and Manchester Business on, Thursdays, the 16th and 
30th January, the 13th and 27th February, the 13th and 27th March, 


and the 10th April. 


Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence.-—Except 
Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be 


advertised in the a 
taken throughout the Sittings. 
Summonses before the Judge 


PETERSON. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days 
stated in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Notice with Rererence To THE CHANCERY Witness Lists 
During the Hilary Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 


Witness Actions as follows :— 


Mr. Justice Evg will take the Witness List for Evr and Prrerson, 


Mr. Justice Younczr will take the Witness List for Sarcant and 


Youncer, JJ. 


Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will take the Witness List for Astsury 


and P. O. Lawrence, JJ. 


Cuancery Causes ror Triat on HEARING 
Set down to 24th December, 1918. 


Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Causes for Trial {with Witnesses) 
faurie v Chambers pt hd 
Evans v Shotton (restored) 
Manders v South Wales Miners’ 

Federation 
Grey-Skinner v Freeman 
v Chartered Institute of 
Patent Agents 
Henry Rossell & Co ld v Hodges 
Mlexander v Cornock 
Barfam v Field 
In Te Elizabeth 
Cooke v Hankey 
Booth v Douglas 
The Eastern Valleys Black Vein 
Collieries id v The Elled Col- 
lery Co ld 


dec 


Hankey, 





Before Mr. Justice SARGANT. 
Retained Matters. 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
. Te Fleming's Patent, No. 
24,850 of 1904, and In re Patents 
iy Designs Act, 1907 (for Jan. 
v Same ptn for revocation 
la re A G Michell’s Patent, No. 
875 of 1905 In re Patent and 
Designs Act, 1907 (not before 
Jan. 21) 
tte v You 
Parry vy Saunders 
v Squire 


ing v Prick 
y v Buckley 
Gree 


Embrey v 
nwood 


Further Consideration. 
la re Barrance Barrance v Ellis 


" Adjourned Summonses. 


Te Tredwell Mathews v 
Thwaites 





4 


| 
j 
| 


in Chambers. - 
Mr. Justice Astsury, and Mr. Justice Prrerson will sit in Court 
every Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Sancant, Mr. Justice Astsvury and Mr. Justice 


his Business as announced in the 


as announced in the 


Subject thereto Actions 


will 


when other Business is 


Mr. Justice SaRGANT, 


In re Mathews’ Settlement 
Mathews v Thwaites 
In re Z B Pollard, deo May v 


Tucker 


In ve M Eeles, dec Timms v 
Herring 

In re White Public Trustee v 
White 

In re Michael Bruce's Settled 
Trusis Gray v Mayo 

In re G M Bruce, dec Bruce v 
Mayo 


In re Michael Bruce’s Will Trust 
Mayo v Bruce 

In re J K Knight, dec 
Amey 


Amey ¥ 


Iu re SF Woolmer, dec Woolmer 
v Woolmer 
In re F M Ogilvie Ogilvie v 


Ogilvie 
In re Grant, dec de Grey v The 
Anti-Vivisection Hospital 
In re Hart and In re Married 
Women’s Property Act, 188 
(with Witnesses) 
In re Crosse, dec 
In re Emery, dec 
derson 
re Bardolph, 
Trusice vy Mangan 


Cleeve v Crosse 
Emery v Hen- 
In 


dec Publie 


In re Emma Padmore, dec Brier- 
ley v Barlow 

In re Harper’s Settlement. Wil- 
liams v Harper 

In ré Chas Frodaham, dec Miller 


v Frodsham 

In re W C Lloyds’ Will Trusts 
Down v Phillips 

Card v Lodge 

In re J H. Hall's 
Lawrence v Gowans 

In re S B Shipham, dec Peach v 
The Church Missionary Soc 

In re Sykes, dec Good v Thomas 


Settlement 


In re Daizie!, deo Dalziel ¥ 
Dalziel 

In re Alf G Schiff, dec Sohiff v 
Sohiff 

In re George Gill, dec Berry + 
Smith 

In re John Shepard de Winn ¥ 


Farmery 


Ta Te Jac obs, dex Pal Trustee 
v Gaster 

In re H Foulds | Nalty 
Arn het 

In re Cours (Emergency Powers) 
Aots Metr poltan Electric 


Supply Co Id London Coun*y 

Council 

In re C H Young's & 
Young v Attorney-Gen 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1917 Seare v Joseph 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 


tlement 


Act Rice v Joseph 

In re C Davies, dec Phillips v 
Shaw yer 

In re Fletcher's Will Trusts 


Fletcher v Fletcher 


In re Letiers Patent, No. 27,838 


of 1912 granted to Stahiwerk 
Becker, A C 

In ro A D Hatch, dec Hatch ' 
Hatch 

In re C W Stevens’ Settlement 
Morris v Slingsby 

In re Collins’ Fataie Daty v 
Collins 

In re R Oxdaie, lec Oxdale 
Oxdale 


In re Hazlehurst Douglas v Ailey 


In re W J Jarrett, deo Bird v 
Crreen 
In re Ashley & Smith ld Ashley 


c The Company 

In re J. Thompson's 
Dickinson v Naylor 

In ré Thomas Thomas, dec 
v Davies 

In re Gale, dec Edwards v Gale 

In re Chambers Settlement 
Chambers v Mostyn-Owen 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act Price vy Rhondda T DO 


Settlement 


Thomas 


re 


Bef 


Retained Causes for Trial 


Mr. Justice Asravry 


With Witnesses.) 


Valen , Hyde 
Bythway v Nas! 


Motions 

The Countess of Shrewsbury and 
Talbot v The Ear! of Shrew dbury 
and Talbot 

Nash v Nash 


Further Conaideration 
Martin v Bedford 


Adjourned Summor 


In re E M Wilkes, dec F 
Smith (s o general!y) 
In re H P Edwards, di 
v Heron 

In re Spiers & Pond jd 
The Company (s o generally) 
In re Landor’s Settlement. Lando 
v Landor (# o generally) 


In re Maude Kershaw & 


1Se8, 
ser Vv 
Spence 


(;oer ¢ 


ors, in 
fanta (s o March 5) 
In re Kerrison’s Settlement In rv 


Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1800 
(s © generally) 

In re Ann Withrington, dec Royal 
Exchange Assce v Withrington 
M E Notaras ld v Notaras 

In re W 8S Mutton, dec Mutton v 
Trustee of the Property of ‘I’ 
Mutton 


In re J M Blyth, deo Harding ¥ 
Blyth 


In re Thomas Corde’s Trusts aad 
In re Conveyancing Acts 

In re Hoyle, deo Yates ¥ Atter- 
ney-Gen 

In re Thos Munday, dec Haynes 
v Holbrooke 

In re The Nechi Minea (Cotambia) 
ld The Company v Ximore 

In re Majolier, dec Unmsaton v 
Majolier (not before Feb. 1) 


In re E B Connop, dec Mott v 
Meade 
In re Nickalls, dec Nickalle v 


Nickalls 

In re Ward, dex Baker v Ward 

Wilson v Macelwee 

In re Morrice Trusts 
Hope- Vere 

In re an appln by Winget ld fo: 
registration of Trade Mark, No. 
381,808 

In re Lewis, dec Owen v Jenkins 

In re Laycock, dec Laycock v 
Special Commrs for Income Tax 

In re Ulrich’s Settlement Preston 
v Tritech 

In re H R C Pauling’s Will Trusts 
Pauling v Hill-Kelly 

In re John Maclaren, deo 
v Stewart 

Stephens v Stephens 

In re Sir J W Ellis, dec Prideaux 
v Ellis 

In re Beaton, dex 
wick 

Croft v William F Blay ld 

Ln Te Attwood Brook v Webber 

In re Lea's Trust Cherry v Bat 
nett 

In re Van Raalte’s Will Trusis 
Public Trustee v Van Raalte 

In re Jonas Andrew, dec Andrew 
v Pickering 

In re Rebbeck, dec 
Rebbeck 

In re Sarah Ward's Will 
ridge v Hoare- Ward 

In re Phillip, dec Armstrong v 


Hardie v 


Gellatly 


Garfit v Ren 


Hopkins v 


Part 


Phillip 

In re Sarah Corry, dec Bowen v 
Harrison 

In re Charlotte Stevens, dec 


Brown v The Printers’ Pensions 
Almshouse, &c., Corpn 

re Williams Deacons Bank 
appln In re Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act 

re (Cadwin’s 
Seitled Land Acta 


In 


In Trust In fe 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Petitions (to wind up) 
Timor Oilfielas ld (petn of R H 
Silley—ordered on Oct 13, 1914, 
to stand over generally 
Chilian Eastern Central Ry Co Id 
petn of A Delimele—ordered on 
June 15, 1915 to stand over 
generally) 
Colnbrook Chemical & Explosives 
Co Id (pein of Scottish Tube Co 
ld ordered on Dec 5. 1916, to 
stand over generally) 
G H Fernau & Cold (petn of Public 
Trustee and ors—ordered 
July 31, 1917, to stand 


generaily) 


London County Commercial Re- 


on 
over 


Insurance Office Id (petn of 
Danske Genforsikrin Aktie- 
selskab (Danish Re-Insurance 


Co—ordered on Jan 22, 1918, to 
stand over generally) 

West of England Cinemas ld (petn 
of H H Harper—ordered on 
June 18, 1918, to stand over 
generally) 








oe 





—— 
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Globe Films ld (petn of Trans- | Vanden Plas (England) ld (of | Enfield Unban District Council v | In re Wm Smith, dec Smith v 

Atlantic Film Co ld s o from proof of Fiat Motors ld—with The Rees Roturbo Manufa Blacklock 

Oct 15, 1918, to Jan 14, 1919) witnesses—parties to apply to turing Co In re Southgate’s Settlemens 
North West Corpn Id (petn of fix day for hearing) Tidey v Shepherd Paine v Southgate 


I 
Goodall, Cc vyt m & Co ld~s 0 
from Dee 10, 1918, to June 10, 
1919) 


United Electric Theatres ld (petn 
of National Provincial & Union 
Bank of England Id o from 


tg & 
Dec 17, 1918, to Jan 14, 1919) 

Beck Engineering Co Id (petn ot 
S W Donne—s o from Dec 17, 
1918, to Jan 21, 1919) 

Robert Meredith & Co Id (petn of 
Tritton, Labouchere & Caro— 
s o from Dec 1%, 1918, to Jan 
21, 1919) 

Oowana Soap Co Id (petn of H & 
F Worrow and Bettridge) 

Murray & Evenden d petn of E 


Underdown) 


to confirm Re-organisa 
tion of Capital) 

Cooper Steam Digger Co ld 
ordered on June 16, 1914, to 
stand over generally) 

Vandrome Titford & Co ld 


Petitions 


Petition (to sanction Scheme ol 


Arrangement) 
Willian Coleman's Ordinary 
Shares ld (petn of H W Cutting 
ordered on March 3, 1914, to 
stand over generally) 
to confirm Reduction of 
Capita!) 
J Russell Grant & Co Id and re 
duced 


Petition 


Motions 
Wood Green and Horns« “team 


Laundry ld Trenchard v Wood 
Green and Hornsey Steam 
Laundry id (to simy action 

ordered on Jan 16 1917, to 


stand over generally 


Vibrocel Co ld ito stay mpu!l 
sory Wending-up) 
Court Summonses 
French South African Develop 


ment Cold Partridge v French 
South African Development C 
ld on preliminary point 

ordered on April 2, 1914, t 
stand gmver generally pending 
trial of action in Kimg’s Bene 
Division) 


English & Scottish American 
Mortgage and Investment Co Id 
(as to contingent claims part 
heard—parties to apply » tix 


day for further hearing) 

General Omnibus Supply (Manu 
facturing Co) ld (delivery up of 
books and documents—ordered 
on Feb 27, 1917, to stand over 
generally) 

Moylett’s Stores Id (to vary st of 
comributories—ordered on Apri 
3, 1917, to stand over generaily) 

New Manchester Theatre Id (in 

apection ordered on Dec 10 

1918, to stand over generally— 

retained by Mr. Justice P O 

Lawrence) 


National General. Insce Co ld 


priorities of policy holders 
c @ v—retained by Mr. Justice 
P O Lawrence) — 

Francis Cooke & Co ld cred tor’s 
claim against Liquidator 
ordered on Dec 17, 1918, ¢ 


atand over generally—retained 
by Mr. Justice P O Lawrence) 





National General Insce Co ld (on 
proof of Licenses & General 
Insce Co Id) 

Canadian United Gold Fields id 
to vary list of coniributories— 
C H Cooke's app!n) 


Same (misfeasance) 


Hubert Fenn id (to vary list of 
contributories) 
Chaplin, Milne, Grenfell & Co id 


interest on shares deposited as 
security) 
Canadian United Gold Fields-ld 
to vary list of concrsbutories 
© EF Vanderbyl’s appin with 
witnesses) 
Same (same P H 


appln) 


L’ Estrange’s 
(with witnesses 


Bef ve Mr 
tetained Matters 
Petition. 


Justice YOUNGER 


In re Guerrier Guerrier v King 


Motions, 
Hampions ld v Kipling & Howe 
Royston U DC v Royston (Yorks) 
and District Gas Co 
Mitchell v Radley 


Further Consideration. 


Hopkins v Phillips 


Adjourned Summonses, 
In re EF Morse Vv 
Foskett 
In re Mair, dec 
In re Emma Heweteon, dec In re 
Elizabeth Hewetson, dec Ham- 
lyn v Royal National Lifeboat 
Institution 


Morse, dec 


Doxat v North 


In tre W H Longbottom, dec Long 
bottom v Longbottom 
In re E Turrall, dec Public Trus 


tee v Turrall 


In re F E Warburg, dec Warburg 


v Ware 

In re Curtis, dec Public Trustee 
v Curtis 

In re S T Boswe!l, dec Cooke v 
Willson 

In re Wm Rus ve, dex Ruscoe ' 
Ruscoe 


In re Countess Von Quad n dec 
Fawcett v Murray 
In re Bromley & Robinson's Con 


tract and In re Vendor & Pur 


chaser Act 1874 

In re John Green, de« Green V 
Green 

In re Stone’s Indenture Stone v 
Steele 


In re J BM Leach, dec Holme v 
Coleclough s 0 to Easter Sit 
tings) 

In re Richard Wake dec 
Ashton 

In re Blacklock dec Fairbrother 
v Foster 

In re C G Jones, dec 
Trustee v Norton 


Ev ana V 


Public 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


In re Norton & Co's appln and In 
re Trade Mark Act, 1905 

Craggs v Isherwood 

Norton v The Submarine Motor 
Ship Cleaner Syndicate ld (not 
before Feb 28) 

Longfield Parish Council v Dart 
ford Rural District Council pt 
hd 





The Gamage Bell Motor Cab Co v 
A W Gamage ld 

Deverell v Miner 

McTurk v Davies 

Rees v Ayres 

Adlard v Adlard 

In re Trade Marks Act, 1905 In 
re Application of W & T Avery 
Id 

In re Arthur Thornely’s Settlement 
Thornely v Jarvis 

The Grosvenor Garage (Bourne- 
mouth) ld v Harris & Sons 

Mount v Mount 

North v Loomes 

Maspes v Carter & Carter 

Stone v Galton 

Applications under the Trading 
with the Enemy Acts, 
1916 

In re M E 
enemies, Ke 

In re Franken Bros, enemies, &c 

In re Armorduct 
Co id, enemies, &c 

In re Deuteche Bank, enemies, & 
with witnesses) 

In re John B Neuerbourg & Co, 
enemies, &e 


Kaufmann’s Sohn, 


Manufacturing | 





1914 to | 


In re Hugo Stinnes ld, enemies, &c | 


In re Same 


tefore Mr. Justice PerEerson. 


Retaimed Causes for Trial (with 
Witnesses). 

Ropeways ld v Hoyle pt hd 

Smeeton v The Attorney,yGen (s 0 
for Attorney-Gen) 

The Zinc Mines of Great Britain 
ld v Stevenson (s o generally) 

Alington v Seymour 

Stobie v The Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Electric Supply Co ld 


Further Consideration. 
C\vivers v White (short cause) 
Cauges for Trial without Witnesses 

and Adjourned Summonses. 


In re E Fisher, dec Fisher v 


Fisher 

In re P L Brown, dec Brown 
Brown 

In re Campbell, dec Cooper 
Campbell 


In re William Scott's Settlement 
Scott v Scott 


In re Geo Barlow Barlow v Bar 


low 
In re Fawcett, dec Fawectt v 
Fawcett 


In re Thomas Timberlake, dec 
Archer v Timberlake 

In re R F Wells, dec Foden v 
Wells 

In re Jervis Turner v Jervis 

Keating v Woodward 

In re Tree, dec LowWther v Tree 


In re W W English, dec English 
v Hunt 

In re E Cladish, dec FPleet v 
Hilder 

In re Thos Short, dec Short v 
Short 

In re John Lysaght, dec Lysaght 
v Bush 


In tre Harvey Miles’ Settlement 
In re Settled Land Acts 

In re F Hedley Peek, dec 
v Peek 


Cooke 


In re R Hyde & Co ld Morgan v 
The Company 

In re Brown, dec Brown v Dunlop 

waren Prince of Pless 

Same v Princess of Pless 

In te Joseph Leech, dec Howarth 
v Howarth 

In re G G Hiley dec 
iee v Hiley 

In re Jackman, dec 
Pearson 

In re Doxford, dec 
ford 

In re Mark Fo »ks 

In re Devereaux 


Public Trus 
Raph el V 
Hedley v Dox 


Condy v Cole 
Moore v Oakey 


In re Marshall, dec Townley v 
Allison 

In re Bond, dec Public Trustee v 
Morris 

In re Bennett, dec Benneti v 
Bennett 


In re Boyd’s Settlement Butler v 
Boyd 

In re Benjamin Lewis, dec Lewis 
v Lewis 

In re Richard Poppleton’s Settled 


Legacy Royal Exchange Assce 
v Walkington 

In re Poppleton, dec Gray Vv 
Anderson 


In re Cockburn, dec Royal Ex- 
change Assce v Arkwright 
In re Baker, dec Baker v Jones 


In re A,R Price, dec Price ¥ 
Strange 

In re Eliza Wesley, dec Mant ¥ 
Wesley 

In re Denning, dec Spear ¥ 
Houlder 


In re John Ward's Settlement and 
In re Settled Land Acts 

In re M C Elis, dee Public Trus 
tee v Ellis 

Iu re Siddie, dec 
thorne 

Wingfield v Wingfield 

In re M H Lewis Trus 
Owen 

In re William R Wood, dec Inte 
Cc W G Wood, dec Ww rod v 
Wood 

In re Graham Wood, dec Woody 
Wood 

In re J B Tunnard, dec Walton 
Tunnard 

In re Mary Lowthian, dec Low 
thian v | Pree x 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act Saint v Lever Bros Id 

In re Kemp, dec Phillips v Attor 
ney-Gen 

In re Joseph Nixon, dec Thomson 
v Nixon 


Coltart v Gaw- 


Jones ¥V 


In re Wm Walker, dec Coutts & 
Co v Walker 
In re Seeger, dec Cramer v Seege 


In re A Mosely, dec Rozelaar ¥ 
Mosely 

In re The Leigh Photograpme 
Paper Co ld = Wright The 
Company 

Judd v Malling 

In re Marks’ Settlement 
Public Trustee 

In re. Berkeley's Indenture at 
Covenant Berkeley v Berkeley 


Marke ¥ 


In re Adam Laidlaw Cotton 
Laidlaw 

In re Thomas Turner, dec Turnét 
v Turner 

In re George Munn, dec Marton ’ 


Munn 


~~ wae 
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Before Mr. Justice P. O. In re Dixon-Johnson Grey ‘ Civit Paver. 
; LAWRENCE. Dixon-Johngon For Judgment 
) Retained Matters. In re Wm Hutchinson, dec Carter Buerger & Co v Barnett a.v 18th Deo, 1918 
‘ v Hucchinson aia a ——- no es 
Motions. | In re Burgess & Cotterell’s Agree For Hearing. 
pane v rey | es Pane] and ga — Fecha mgt und | H.M. Postmaster-General v Blackpool & Fleetwood Tramroad Co 
»p ngineering Co : bie hie fa Me Blackpool County Court 
a” oo 5 Ag v Kryn & | pote] berg , oa ’= Enoc! W hams & Sons v Jones (Merthyr Tydfil County Court 
ahy Meta orks —- Pita , Same Same (Same ; 3 
th Bull v Lyndwood | nee Baldock v Mayor, &c, of Westminster & ors (Lambeth Oounty Court) 
Wiliams v Renault (s o March 20 rae ace Catling v Rose (Chesham County Cou : , 
is Kershaw v Everitt | In re Glazed Press Beef Co !d (for shi tos il Fields v The Aauin ulty 
Down v The Mahogany Estates Jan 17) svy irosvenor Garage (Bournemouth) ld 
ind Saw Mills Id & anr | Macklin v Newbury Santtar y Steam Laundry Co (Barnet County Court) 
London and Eastern Theatricals | Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) raybrook valley Spaldong County Court . 
Xx Co v Brammall 5 hls ’ ding ors 1 dow (CO haste r vsti & Court) 
WH Bowater ld vHG Bishop Angl »- American Thea rica! Syndi- hor nv] Vorove lotoes County ( urt 
cate Id v Mol.e lan . 7 ' ? : 
y Adjourned Summonses. | Degen v Gastrel ourg & Co v Kabatkin 
\ 2 | In re Spiers & Pond | d (so res v Chambers (Barnsley County Court 
Ip re W D James, dec Forbes v Bellanger v Rose Downs & Th mp M Eu n& Cov -_—" er * 
James ; son id Me Liesl y Web t : G reo h C ty © t 
In re A D Berrington, dec Te mp'e Sadgrove v Godfrey Spiller - Ps saa Beenut — he o> beng 
. v Berrington Waples v Lambert King v York (West Bromwich Oo unty Court) 
Prentice & ore V ame & aor (Northam pt n County Court 
" " » . 7 e 4 » ty ’ res ke ‘ly ; 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION. gery — >. v 4 es | uve Theat Co ld (Smit h ¢ nt 
nis HILARY SITTINGS, 1919 Larne v Fossil & O 
: : ; De s v King & —- 
ed Crown Parrn Daymond v Searle & anv (Plymouth County Court 
38 For Hearing. Hoffmean v Fisher & Sons ld (City of “La mdon rc ourt 
The King v Beverley U DC nisi for mandamus to provide Sewers (ex B unde! B dbent & anr Wandsworth County c mart) 
pte Local Goverriment Board Everton v Budden & Fritz & Wife (West London County Court 
. The King v City of London Income Tax Commrs nisi for prohbn from Herring, Son & Daw Vv Gray Wandsw rh County Court) 
Ex. procee ed ng on assessment (expte P E Singer) i ~tati Mayor, &c, of Kingston-upon-Hull (Kingston-upom- Hull ¢ 
The King v Kensington Income Tax Commrs Same expte Same Court 
8 The King v Same nisi for prolubn from proceeding on assessment for th Pedder bv Same (aime) , 
ay year 1913-14 (expte Same) Roberts v Baliard (Newport County Court) 
The King v Same nisi for prohbn from proceeding on assessment for th A E G Electric Co 1 Rio Tinto Co Rio Tinto ¢ 
itv year 1914-15 (expte Same U ‘ roreax 1 Br 6 (Shoreditch County Court) 
The King v Haytor Income Tax Commrs nisi for prohbn from proces — cakin v (areats ed & Hum ran . — ; 
r v ng on assessment for the year 1913-14 (expte Same ery : pton, &c, Steam Packet Co (Southamptor ome 
The King v Same nisi for prohbn from proceeding on assessment , ‘ : . 
and the year 1914-15 {expte Same ) “ev < i i ‘oster’s Parcels & G ie Express City f London 
The King v Commrs of Inland Revenue nisi for pro vl ! " i : 
rus ing with assessments (expte Port of London Authority 
The King v Same aisi for mandamus to hear &c (expte Same 
vasw- Owners of SS Crown of Leon v Admiralty Commrs special 
sec 19 of Arbitration Act . 
Fox v Kooman Magistrates case nformatioy under Cy 
wt Inland Revenue Act 1879 
Sma tv Wilkins Quarter Sessions order and case Re spt’ : 
viction ~ ad a : ‘ 
iy Cordiner v Stockham Magistrates case conviction under Finance de , “ Western Ry mpemmery Copaty Van 
: Duties) Act 1916 1& B ikoff & Co ld 
iy The King v Special Commrs of Income Tax isi for mfandamus to alloy t “ inmemouth County Court 
: ag aeey of income tax (expte Dr Barnardo's Homes) < , 
Solr Board of Trade v Ernest Magistrates casx nformation unde s Cour 
“ay Registration of Business Names Act, 1916 Jones Vv rentford | Sount 5 c Smart , 
The King v Lancashire (Salford) Appeal Tribunal nisi for mandamus : nistie raid nse Laght ke, Syndi 
Low to hear, &c ie xpte Rol yerls Gordon v K ul , esl neter umy L, a 
The King v Sir H Hatt & anr, Jj, &c and Pattemore nisi for order to William Dr ed om % mn ve, Chemical Co 
w ers) Jj to hear, &c (expte Sinnott Elie v Ruishy - ‘ 
ine viNaden Magistrates case information under Food & Drugs Act | Mansour ré Lederman ¥ E irb Be vyed & Xo . 
\ttor- Same v Slater Same Presbury & Co v Michaels (Lambeth County Cou 
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“| THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co, Lrv. 


<eeger CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
ar ¥ FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 
raphie MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 


ibe 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 








“© TE THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY : 4/6 por cont. is the most complete Policy ever offered to househokiers 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Preminm 


— LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


IN Ss U RANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel, will be sent ‘on application. 


For Further Information, write: | 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Stovin v Fairbrass (Southend County Court) Ganebourg Expte Cork Trustee Guansbo ‘i 
Prosser v Innes (Westminster Conaly Court) “* ‘a ae — —- <‘. oy 
Wonderling & anr v K & C Engineers Supply Oo (Shoreditch County | In re H Wardell Expte The Debtor v The Official Receiver (to ex = 

Court) proof of H S Westcott ' s 
In re SH Lavey Expte F S Salaman, the Trustee v Mra J Lavey 








SproiaL Paper 
Bourgeois & Co v Goodlake & anr 
Winicofaky v Army & Navy & Genera) Assce Circuits of the Judges. 


Ellie v Ruislp-Northwood U D C ‘ 
Hartmark & Oo v Furness-Withy Days and places appointed for holding the Winter Assizes; 1919 :— 


Gilling v Epsom U D C NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 

Clements v County of Devon Insce Committee , 

Shipping Controller v Lloyd Belge (Great Britain) Id Mr. Justice Salter. 
Mr. Justice Roche. 


eee oy Monday, January 20, at Appleby. 
ay 4 Fe a Export Co Tuesday, January 21, at Carlisle. 
Friday, January 24, at Lancaster 
REVENUE PAPER Monday, Jantary 27, at Liverpool. 
ENGLISH INFORMATIONS Monday, February 17, at Manchester. 


MorTions For JUDGMENT 


Attorvey-Gen aud John Henry Oglander & ar 
Attorney-Gen and George Edward Monckton WESTERN CIRCUIT. 


Mr. Justice Darling. 
wineial Bank of Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence. 


CASES STATED 


W R Shove (Surveyor of Taxes) and The National P: 
England id Saturday, January 11. at Devize: 
The Nationa] Mutua) Life Asece Soc and F G Baker (Surveyor of Taxes) T) lay fa me 4 16 ° Dor he 
Jobo Marston ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue _— ay Je Suuary » at — eater. 
The Plymouth Mutua) Co-operative & Industrial Soc ld and The Commrs Wednesday, January 22, at Wells. 
of Inland Revenue Tuesday, January 28, at Bodmin. 
The Hon John D Fitzgerald & ors and The Commrs of Inland Revenue Saturday, February 1, at Exeter. 
S Binney and The Commrs of Inland Revenue dee Meheosew § ; 
G R Stenson (Surveyor of Taxes) and The Bosch Magneto Co ld Se d yore. Fg bear ga 
R A Paul (Surveyor of Taxes) and The Governors of the Godolphin & Monday, February 57, at Seimot. 
Latymer Girls’ School The Governors of the Godolphin & Latymer <AOTTT rH 
Girls’ School and R A Pau) (Surveyor of Taxes) : SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
The Commre of Inland Revenue and E © Warnes & Co id Mr. Justice Horridge. 
Milis from Emelie ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue : : 
The Bowden Brake Co ld and The Commrs of In'and Revenue Mr. Justice Bailhache. 
Dunlop Rubber Co ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue Tuesday, January 14, at Huntingdon. 
The James Oycle Co ld and The Commre of Inland Revenue Wednesday, January 15, at Cambridge. 
J Curtis (Surveyor of Taxes) and J J Holdsworth Saturday, January 18, at Ipswich. 
Sir Reginald Pole Carew & anr and George James Craddock (Surveyor Thursday January 233, at Norwich 
of Taxes) “Ale ifr = mx << P 
The College of Preceptors and A J Jenkins (Surveyor of Taxes Thursday, January 30, at Chelmsford. 
Charles Radcliffe and The Commrs of Inland Revenne Saturday, February 15, at Hertford. 
Thomas Stockham (Surveyor of Taxes) and W Simpson Wednesday, February 19, at Maidstone. 
Petitions UNDER THE LicENSING (ConsoLIpaTION) Act, 1910 re am “on Guildford. 
Courage & Co ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re the ‘‘ Eight ae 
Belle '’ Public House, Church-etreet, Greenwich OXFORD CIRCUIT 
Courage & Co Id and The Comms of Inland Revenue (re ‘‘ The Hope & x78 2 q 
Anchor ’’ Public House, East-street, Oheleea) Mr. Justice Avory. 
Peter Walker « Son (Warr m & Burton * and ne The Commrs Mr. Justice Rowlatt. 
of Inland Revenue (re 335, Scotland-road, Liverpool) = ; a 
Robert McInnes & Benskin’s Watford Brewery ld and The Commrs of Monday, January 15, at Reading. 
Inland Revenue (re ‘‘ Britannia ’’ Pwhlic House, Hertford) Friday, January 17, at Oxford. 
Courage & Co ld and The Commrs of In'and Revenue (re “ The Spread Tuesday, January 21, at Worcester. 
Eagle '’ Public House, 2, Stockwell-street, Greenwich) r Saturday, January 25, at Gloucester. 
Whitbread & Co ld and The GCommre of Inland Revenue (re ‘* The T av. Janu: ~y 30 t Monmouth. 
Clarendon '’ Public House, Clarendon-road, Notting Hill) , Lie sagt renee. 4 , - H seferd 
Whitbread & Co ld and anr and The Commrs of In’and Revenue (re wy tara Dehn, xe Y on ey 
“The Brownlow Arms"’ Public House, 13, Betterton-street, St. Friday, February 7, at Shrewsbury. 
Giles, Holborn) Wednesday, February 12, at Stafford. 
Johnson & Darlings 1d and The Commrs. of Inland Revenue (re ‘‘ Golden z 
Fleece Inn,”’ 18, Main-street, Spittal) MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 
Johnson & Darlings Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re “ Gar Mr. Justice Shearman. 
denere Arms,’ Amble, Northumber!and) F ‘ : § 
Atkinson's Brewery Id and anr and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re Monday, January 13, at Aylesbury. 
“ The Star Hotel,” Tipton, Staffs Thursday, January 16, at Bedford. 
The Plymouth Breweries ld and The Commre of In’and Revente (re Monday, January 20, at Northampton. 
The Pr nee Arthur ”’ Pub < H use Cacil-street Pivm yvath ) Friday, January 24, at Leicester. 
ao Ry Monday, January 27, at Oakham. 
P Petitions Unper Frixance Act, 1804 Tuesday, January 28, at So ae 
4) , : , y 3,-at Nottingham. ‘ 
In the Matter of tihe Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec Monday, February . ; 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquees of Abergavenny, dec Saturday, February 8, at Derby. 


NORTH AND SOUTH WALES AND CHESTER CIR‘ UIts 
Mr. Justice Atkin. 
In the Matter of Arthur Flower, dec Mr. Justice Sankey. 
APPEAL AND Morrons 1N BaNKRUPTCY. Saturday, January 11, at Welshpool. 


, * » Couns to be heard OY scimtone? Court eittine Tuesday, January 14, at Dolgelly and Haverfordwest. 
Ae hgyeel tram 6 Coanty Cont toe tee oS aa Friday” January 17, at Carnarvon and Lampeter. 


Deata DvttEs 
In the Matter of Arthur George Earl of Walton, dec 


in Bankruptcy, pending 3lst December, 1918. . 
In re Thomas Major Thompson (No 84 of 1913) Expte The Debtor v penne: ——— >, ph ee 
Ifie% wiver appl fro he County Court of Lancashire uésday, January 21, at Beaumaris. 
eT ee — ; Thursday, January 23, at Ruthin. 


oe ’ Saturday, Janvary 25, at Brecon. 
Morons in Bankruptcy for hearing before the Judge, pending Monday, January 27, at Mold. 
Sst December, 1918. Tuesday, January 28, at Presteign. 
In re W F Halsted Expte The Public Trustee v Arthur Page (The Tuesday, February 25, at Chester. 
Trustee of the property of the bankrupt) Monday, March 3, at Cardiff, 











